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CURRENT TOPICS. 





| 

At THE PRESENT TIwE the amount received at the Royal Courts 
of Justice for judicature and bankruptcy fees, and for fees in | 
respect of patents and trade-marks, exceeds £1,000 a day. 





No apporyrment had been made, up to the time of our going to | 
press, to the vacant registrarship of the Supreme Court ; but, of 
course, it is anticipated that Mr. Cuartes Beat, the senior clerk 
to the registrars, will be appointed to the vacant post. 





Tue List or apprats for the Easter Sittings contains 155 final, 
and 6 interlocutory, appeals from the Chancery Division ; 16 from 
the County Palatine of Lancaster ; 101 final, and 26 interlocutory, 
appeals from the Queen’s Bench Division; 9 from the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division; and 7 bankruptcy appeals ; 
being a total of 320 appeals, as compared with 358 at the begmning 
of the last sittings, and 383 at Easter, 1884. 





Tue cavse List for the Queen’s Bench Division has 78 causes 
in the New Trial paper; 8 in the Special paper; 26 opposed 
motions; 93 causes in the Crown paper; and three in the Revenue 
paper. There are also 491 actions to be tried with juries, and 531 
without juries, and there are 23 bankruptcy cases. These make a 
total of 1,253 cases in the Queen’s Bench Division list, as com- 
pared with 1,163 at the last sittings, and 1,061 a year ago. 





Tue ist of causes of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division for the Easter Sittings contains 36 probate cases, 12 of 
which are to be tried with juries and 24 without; 122 matri- 
monial cases, 66 of which are undefended, 41 defended, and 15 
are to be tried with juries. There are also 55 cases standing over 
and 44 admiralty actions, making, in this division, a total of 257 
cases, as compared with 383 last sittings, and 395 a year ago. 





Tue cHANcery cause lists contain 202 cases before Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon, consisting of 135 actions, with and without 
witnesses, 59 adjourned summonses, and 8 further considerations. 
There are 130 cases before Mr. Justice Kay, consisting of 74 
witness actions, 18 without witnesses, 26 adjourned summonses, 
and 12 further considerations. The cases before Mr. Justice 
Cnirry number 150, comprising 63 witness actions, 74 non- 
witness actions and adjourned summonses, and 13 further con- 
siderations and procedure summonses; and there is one action 
still before Mr. Justice Fretp. There are 70 actions before Mr. 
Justice Noxru; and before Mr. Justice Prarson there are 180 
cases, consisting of 64 witness actions, 101 non-witness actions and 
adjourned summonses, and 15 further considerations. The total of 


change was no doubt intended, not only to bring the learned 
judge nearer to the registrar, but also to render his utterances 


| more audible tp counsel. We regret to say that we cannot report 


any great improvement in this latter respect. 





Tue Britt “to amend the laws for the regulation of the profes- 
sion of solicitors in Ireland,” which has just been introduced in the 
House of Lords by Lord Fi1zcrraxp, is in the main a re-enactment, 
under a different arrangement, of the Attorneys and Solicitors 
(Ireland) Act of 1866, and an incorporation with it of many of the 
provisions of the English Solicitors Acts, 1874 and 1877. We observe 
that it is proposed, by clause 7, to provide that ‘‘save as herein 
after by this Act provided, no person shall be capable of being 
bound by indentures of apprenticeship to serve as an apprentice to 
a solicitor unless he shall have obtained from the Incorporated Law 
Society a certificate that he has passed a preliminary examination 
and has complied with such regulations as the society under the 
provisions of this Act may have prescribed with respect to the 
admission to apprenticeship.” 





THE PERENNIAL correspondence on land transfer which has 
occupied a good deal of space in the Times of late, and has largeiy 
taken the form.of an attack on solicitors’ conveyancing remuneration, 
has served a useful purpose in eliciting a letter from a correspond- 
ent who sets out in parallel columns the amounts allowed to 
solicitors, and those charged by (1) surveyors for valuing under 
‘“‘Ryde’s Seale”; (2) by architects for plans and superintending 
buildings ; and (3) by auctioneers for negotiating sales by private 
contract. The table is as follows :— 





ph are Cage 4 Solicitors. | Ryde’s Scale | Architects. Auctioneers. 
£ £ 8 £ & £ & s 
500 710 | 13 13 ps) 15 0 
1,000 15 0 | 18 18 SO 7 w 
2,000 | 3 0 u 3 100 52 10 
4,000 40 0 i 34:13 | 200 104 10 


We have often wished that some one would take the trouble to pre- 
pare a paper stating in more detail the proportions of the cost 
attending the sale of land in this country attributable to the 
charges of the different professional and business persons whose 
intervention is required ; and also setting out in detail the labour 
and responsibility incurred by each class, and addiag, of course, a 
statement of the stamp duties payable. it has hitherto been assumed 
that the costs attending the selling of land are due to the in- 
tricacy of title; perhaps such a paper as we suggest might show 
that this assumption is, to a large extent, incorrect. 





A picrum thrown out by the Court of Appeal in Bilis v. 
Rogers (ante, p. 371) deserves notice. The court are stated to 
have intimated an opinion (though they did not decide the point) 
that the fact that the vendor of a leasehold interest, under a lease 
containing a covenant prohibiting assignment without the consent of 
the landlord, but providing that such consent was not to be 
unreasonably withheld, had not obtained the landlord’s licence to 
assign the lease at the time when the purchaser repudiated the 





all these cases is 733. At the beginning of the last sittings there 
were 779 cases, and a year ago, 867. 


a ee 


Among ‘tun MiNok ‘improvements’ which are being effected in 
the courts from time to time we observe that Vice-Chancellor 
Bacoy’s court has been altered, during the recent Vacation, in a 
manner similar to the alterations recently effected in the court of 
Mr. Justice Pearson. The bench has been lowered, so as to 
place the judge more nearly on a level with the bar. This 


contract of purchase, would not have been a defence to the vendor's 
action for specific performance. So far, there seems to be nothing 
_ very startling in the view of the court. If the vendor had pleaded 
| and proved in the action that, although he had not, at the time of 
_ the purchaser's repudiation of the contract, obtained the landlord's 

licence to assign, yet, that he had subsequently obtained it, he ought 
' to succeed in his action. But it appears from the report that the 
| plaintiff had neither pleaded nor proved this, and that the Court of 

Appeal ‘ were disposed to think that it would have been sufficient 
| if the licence to assign had been obtained before the exveoution of the 
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conveyance to the purchaser.” We find it somewhat difficult to recon- 
cile this opinion with the general principle that, when a vendor seeks 
to enforce the purchase contract, it is incumbent on him to show 
that he is able to perform his part of it. It is, of course, clearly 
settled that it is the duty of the vendor to obtain the licence to 
assign, and, in Mason v. Corder (7 Taunt. 9), it was held that the 
vendor of a leasehold interest who brought an action for damages 
for non-performance of an agreement for its purchase was bound 
‘to show that he had done all that was requisite on his part— 
namely, that be had obtained the lessor’s consent in writing to 
the assignment.” ‘‘This action,” said the court, “‘cannot be 
maintained unless the plaintiff did offer, and was able, and showed 
that he was able, to do all that for which he had agreed.’”’ Possibly 
the observations of the court in the recent case may have had 
reference to the provision in the covenant that the landlord’s 
consent should not be unreasonably withheld. 





A pirricctt qvestion of law affecting the privilege of witnesses 
was raised before Mr. Justice Lores on the first day of the present 
sittings, but was left undecided. A defendant being sued under 
the Metropolis Local Management Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 
120), s. 54, for penalties incurred by him for having acted as a 
vestryman of a metropolitan parish without being properly qualified 
under the Act, was subpeenaed and examined by the plaintiff’s 
counsel on the subject of his rating qualification, but declined to 
answer the questions, on the ground that by so doing he might 
establish his liability to the penalties claimed by the plaintiff. 
After some discussion Mr. Justice Lopes stated, on rising for the 
midday adjournment, that he would decide the question after con- 
sulting with some of his judicial brethren; but on his resuming 
his seat in court the plaintiff’s counsel stated that they could prove 
their case by means of another witness, who had only just arrived, 
and thereupon the defendant withdrew from the witness-bex, and 
the learned judge pronounced no ruling. The difficulty of the 
question which was raised is, apparently, not cleared up in any of 
the existing treatises on the law of evidence. The 46 Geo. 3, c. 
37, enacts that “‘a witness cannot, by law, refuse to answer a 
question, the answer to which has no tendency to accuse himself 
or to expose him to a penalty or forfeiture of any nature, by 
reason only, or on the sole ground that the answering of such ques- 
tion may establish, or tend to establish, that he owes a debt, or is | 
otherwise subject to a civil suit, either at the instance of his 
Majesty, or of any other person or persons.”” In Roscoe on Evid- 
ence (15th ed.), p. 157, it is said, “It will be seen that this 
statute recognizes the privilege, when the witness is exposed to a 
penalty or forfeiture” ; but a few lines further on the author 
observes that “‘a doubt might exist whether this exception extends 
to penalties to be recovered by a common informer or otherwise in 
a civil action.” It is strange that the question should never have 


“OFFICER OF THE COURT.” 


Soricrrors are officers of the court. They share this distinction 
with a host of other functionaries encircling the judicial throne, 
and embracing such opposite extremes as master and tipstaff, 
registrar and usher. In common with other officers of the court, 
but in a different degree and shape, they are amenable to a species 
of paternal control on the part of the judges wholly disconnected 
with the obligation of the ordinary free-born Briton to respect the 
laws of his country, and to reverence (in court, at all events) those 
by whom, for the time being, they are being administered. The 
exact metes and bounds of this control over the solicitor have never 
been very clearly defined, and it is certain—it never has been more 
certain than at the present time—that different judges take differ- 
ent views of the matter. In so far as the subject admits of state- 
ment, it may be said that the solicitor is amenable to judicial 
control in the matter of his professional emoluments, indirectly in 
the sense that the rules which tell him what he may and may not 
charge for his time and trouble are practically the bantlings of the 
judges, and directly, in the sense that, in the application of these 
rules to his particular case, he must, on all occasions smother his 
own opinions and be guided solely by the words of wisdom which 
proceed from the bench. Furthermore, as to his professional 
conduct, he is liable, on all occasions, to have his acts and omissions 
in the conduct of litigation, and of every other form of transaction 
which ever comes into court, criticized and condemned, apart alto- 
gether from the merits of the case and the parties, and to be 
subjected to pains and penalties in the shape of personal payment 
of costs, deprivation of costs, and so forth. And, finally, where he 
has gravely misconducted himself, his very professional existence 
is at the mercy of the judges. 

It might be supposed that, in the exercise of this very large 
measure of jurisdiction over a body of educated gentlemen belong- 
ing to a learned profession, the judges would, on all occasions, 
display a sensitive regard for the solicitor’s just interests and 
personal feelings, would abstain from drawing hasty inferences, 

from condemning unheard or on insufficient materials, from inferring 
the existence of ignorance or evil in a profession of some fifteen 
thousand odd members on no better foundation than the fact that 

here and there an ignoramus or a dishonest scoundrel is unearthed. 

It might be supposed that the judges who sit in conclave to frame 

a rule prescribing what the solicitor is to do, or to charge, in 
connection with some proceeding in the courts, would not deal 

with him in spirit as if he were an individual whose sole profes- 
sional avocation is to fetch and carry between the client, counsel, 

and court, in a few miserable actions at law, who is not entitled to 
a potential voice in matters however directly affecting his interests, 

and however clearly within the confines of his own practical 
knowledge and experience, but must, on all occasions, kiss the 





been judicially settled during the long time which has elapsed | 
since the passing of the Act. The two portions of the enactment | 
appear to contradict one another; but the words in the exception, | 


‘a penalty or forfeiture of any nature,” certainly appear wide | 


enough to include the liability to penalties which, as in cases | 
- within the 18 & 19 Vict. c. 120, s. 54, ‘‘may be recovered by | 
any person who may sue for the same in any of the superior courts | 
of law, with full costs of suit.” 





Tue Biocx in the Chancery Division cannot be said to be due to 
any want of industry on the part of the judges of the present day. 
Looking at the judicial statistics of twenty years ago, we find 
that in 1864 the four chancery judges sat in court on 656 days and 
pronounced 5,752 decrees and orders, and that in 1883, the last 
year for which there are any returns, the five judges of the Chancery 
Division sat on 926 days and pronounced 7,908 decrees. It thus 
appears that five judges to-day do nearly half as much work again 
as four judges did twenty years ago ; and this, in spite of the 
fact that since the taking of oral testimony in court, the| 
general run of chancery causes is heavier now than it used to be 
under the affidavit system, and that, taking one with another, these 
cimses consume a longer time in trial. The block in the Chancery 
Chambers is probably accounted for by the fact that, while in 
1864 the judges, by their chief clerks in chambers, made 12,942 
orders, in 1844 they made 21,662 orders. 








rod and accept submissively the crumbs that fall to him. It might 
be supposed that the judges, in handling the interests, the reputa- 
tion, the good name of a solicitor, would call to mind what his 
position in society really is; that the discharge of his functions in 
litigation do not; as a rule, constitute more than the outside fringe 
of his work as a whole; that he is the man of business to whom 
the client applies, in almost every emergency of life, for help and 
guidance. Whether it be that the latter wishes to make or alter 
a testamentary disposition, to arrange the terms of a daughter’s 
marriage settlement, to adjust a partnership contract, to separate 
or be divorced from husband or wife, to sue a debtor or make him 
a bankrupt, to be made a bankrupt or to carry out a private 
arrangement with creditors, to get up a company, to mortgage 
property, to raise money on mortgage, to vindicate himself from 
libel or slander, to re-arrange the entail of landed property, to 
obtain a private Act of Parliament, to contest a Bill in Parliament, 
to make atonement for an act of folly or crime—in short, when- 
ever person or property are affected in any of the thousand and 
one ways common to the children of men, the solicitor is called in, 
and skilled advice and unsparing zeal, knowledge, and discretion 
are expected, as a matter of course, at his hands. A mass of 
business—much of it delicate and difficult in character—is skilfully 
and honourably transacted daily in the offices of solicitors 
throughout the Kingdom, compared to which the sum total of a 
day’s proceedings in the Royal Courts of Justice would present a 
most insignificant appearance. 


It might, as we have said, be supposed that all this would be 
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remembered by the judges. Is it so in fact? Let us see what the 
indications are by which alone the question can practically be 
answered. 

The present time is essentially one of upheaval in legal 
procedure. It goes without saying that no change can take place 
which does not concern the solicitor, whether as playing a part in 
the ever-revolving machinery of litigation, or in the more selfish 
aspect of personal remuneration. But from this circumstance the 
deduction is, in the present day, apt to be illogically and unjustly 
drawn by the presiding authorities that to attack the solicitor’s 
existing rights, to reduce his remuneration directly and indirectly, 
to disturb his relations with his client, to put him more and more 
into the position of being required to justify his every act, great and 
small—that this is the true keynote of law reform. Has the result so 
far justified this view of the situation? Take as a prominent illus- 
tration the recent change in the law of bankruptcy. Under the 
new Act and Rules the solicitor was reduced almost to vanishing 
point in the matter of his remuneration for undertaking bank- 
ruptcy business. What has been the consequence? The authori- 
ties have been virtually forced to admit that they made a stupend- 
ous mistake, and are now engaged in framing a scale of costs 
avowedly intended to give the solicitor fair remuneration for his 
work! Let it once be established that the public will benefit by 
an alteration in legal procedure, and no solicitor in his senses will 
dare to contend that the alteration ought not to be made because, 
and only because, his own pocket will suffer from it. That is one 
thing; but it is another and totally different thing to approach 
the whole subject of law reform as if the solicitor and his works 
were the head and front of all the ills which attend litigation. A 
layman has such excuse as ignorance may supply when he visits, in 
thought and speech, on his solicitor’s devoted head the responsi- 
bility for all the written and unwritten law of England; but the 
judges and other presiding authorities who are, and have for some 
time past been, so actively engaged in amending and re-amending 
legal procedure can hardly suppose seriously that the suitor’s 
millennium can be arrived at by means of the solicitor’s degrada- 
tion. Nevertheless, we are constrained to say that there is much 
in recent legal history which points to the apparent existence of 
some such impression. 

So much as to the solicitor’s position in matters affecting legal 
procedure. But his reasonable causes for complaint do not stop here. 
The paternal “officer of the court” doctrine, in its application 


the sole repositories of all the virtues, and that a solicitor may, 
with some reason, consider himself competent, without assistance 
from a bench composed of fallible beings like unto himself, to bear 
in mind the distinctions between right and wrong which may be 
gathered from the Ten Commandments, the Catechism, and other 
elementary sources. He may also, in a free country, aspire to a 
certain measure of personal liberty as to his acts and deeds without 
justly coming under an imputation of want of reverence for 
constituted authorities. 








THE ORGANIZATION OF A SOLICITOR’S 
OFFICE. 


IL—ORGANIZATION WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO 
CONTENTIOUS BUSINESS. 


GETTING uP EVIDENCE. 


OF the multifarious duties which fall to the solicitor’s lot there are 
few, perhaps, more arduous and harassing, or which call for the 
exercise of greater skill, patience, and forethought, than that of 
any gn ecessary for the efficient discharge of this 
e first place, it is n or the ient di of thi 

duty that the solicitor should possess and bring to bear upon his 
handiwork, at least a good general knowledge of the law of evidence. 
He may be guided up to a certain point by advice of counsel ; but 
when he plunges into the actual preparation of evidence in detail, 
this advice alone can never avail to keep him straight. Whether his, 
ignorance takes in a particular case the form of adopting secondary 
evidence of a fact where the best evidence is at his command, or of 
filling the pages of his brief with hearsay statements, or whatever 
other shape it may assume, it is certain that he will fail of his duty 
if he has not mastered general principles. It may be said that any 
shortcomings in this matter which are attributable only to ignorance 
of law do not always or often work much mischief ; that the mistake 
which requires correction is generally pointed out in time to set it 
right ; that the hearsay statements are quietly detected and put 
aside by the counsel employed to conduct the case. Our answer is, 
that while the consequences of ignorance may be comparatively 
harmless in some cases, they certainly are not so in all, and that, 
apart from this, the solicitor’s face should be set in the direction of 
doing his work in the right way, and he should not complacently 
suffer to go forth jo office a brief which might appropriatel 
have the word ‘‘ignoramus” indorsed on it after his name 


to the solicitor’s conduct in his business, has shown of laté alarming | address. 


symptoms of growth, and although this subject is a delicate and 
difficult one to refer to, we cannot and will not pass it over in 
silence. The spectacle of judicial ‘ solicitor-baiting ” has of late 
become more and more common in the courts. Mr. Justice Kay in 
particular has established a reputation quite unique for this 
modern pastime. There seems, just now, to be an impression in 
the judicial mind that solicitors as a class are incapable of conduct- 
ing their business with intelligence, or even with common honesty, 
unless they are constantly lectured from the bench as to their duty 
towards man and the lamentable extent to which they fall short in 
performing it. The rule applicable even to malefactors, that a man 
is deemed innocent until he is found guilty, is constantly violated by 
some at least of the judges when a solicitor is the subject of 
incidental observation in the course of the hearing of a 
case. Everything that he does or does not do is regarded from 
the most unfavourable point of view ; hasty assumptions are made ; 
particular instances of dereliction of duty furnish the text of 
solemn warnings and denunciations to the body at large. 
The fact that one solicitor makes a mistake in conducting a suit 
seems to be considered a sufficient warrant for the observation that 
solicitors do not know how to conduct suits. Because one solici- 
tor speculates with his client’s money, all solicitors are told that 
they ought not to speculate with their clients’ money. It would 
be just as pertinent and graceful to declare from the bench, when 
one solicitor assaults his mother with a poker, that it is the duty 
of a solicitor to refrain from assaulting his mother with a poker. 
The solicitor is informed what he may do and what he may not do, 
how his time should be occupied and how it should not be occupied, 
what acts are proper and what acts are the reverse, what is within 
and what is beyond the limits of truth, propriety, prudence, honour, 
integrity, much as if he were a little boy taken out of the gutter 
and the judge the presiding dignitary of a ragged school. Judges 
might occasionally remember with advantage that they are not 


But we freely admit that knowledge of the law of evidence is only 
a datum point from which to start, and that many other qualities, in 
the development and exercise of which law as a science has no 
immediate share, are called for. There is, for instance, in very many 
cases scope for almost inexhaustible ingenuity. Let us assume in 
illustration of this observation = an opinion of counsel has —— 
taken preparatory to getting up evidence in an action—an opini 
psa ak oe fsa week as h: ical. 
in which two solicitors would proceed to work out this opinion would 
show exactly to any competent observer the extent to which fertility 
of resource has been imported into its interpretation. Evidence of a 
certain class is recommended, ps, in the opinion as desirable; 
but the particular evidence is found not to be One 
solicitor will accept that result as final, Another will at once turn 
over in his mind the question whether the desired result can be 
cote _— yore pte and will exercise - his ae oe 
the difficulty, ins 0 idly accepting it as insu e 
because the ee mode of a it has proved to be 
ineffectual. still better illustration, it is one of almost 
universal application in litigation, is furnished by the mode of i 
with the infinitely different types of the genus witness at the 
taking statements of evidence which they are able a 
field for tact and sound judgment is to be found here! The very 
word conjures up be ae ane 22 ae 2 
memories of the loquacions witness, the willing witness, the tant 
witness, the clear-headed witness, the stupid witness, the impatient 
witness, the indignant witness, the timid witness, the rash witness, 
the illiterate witness, the smooth-tongued witness, the 
witness, and a hundred other species, Se talitane te by no means 
least, the witness with a decided capacity for i > 
object in view. Each of these will need his veag F eery mode 
treatment, just as different forms of illness call for di t remedies. 
And, with regard i the . 
Sean soiling out’ an chenille Ga Reset heart desire 

ing out as as t can 

ron, weds the ordeal of oross-examination ; if he is tendered as & 
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that 
witness the party on whose behalf he is called must adopt him and 
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father him, and be held to warrant him as the witness of truth. Ina 
sense the need of precaution in this respect applies, 
, more particularly to witnesses taken from the lower 8 
of society in whom lack of education, inaccuracy of thought and 
reasoning, and, perhaps also, an emulation to surpass other witnesses 
in the importance of their testimony, are apt to result in strange 
perversions of what would appear to be simple facts. And in a special 
sense the same need exists pre-eminently where the evidence of a 
witness tends to exculpate him from what is or might become an 
imputation of wrong-doing or neglect of duty on his own part. 
Absolute impartiality cannot be hoped for in sucha case while human 
nature remains what it is; but even on the lowest grounds of policy 
the solicitor should never, when taking down the evidence of a 
witness, permit him to glide into statements which his own instinct 
repels until and unless he has thoroughly sifted them. A little quiet 
cross-examination in the solicitor’s room may save a disastrous cross- 
examination in court. 

We mentioned among others the reluctant witness. The solicitor 
is often confronted with the necessity or extreme desirability of 
obtaining evidence from a witness who is very unwilling to give it. 
In such a case the witness will naturally not receive the solicitor’s 
approaches with urbanity. He may even assume a demeanour 
resembling that which induced the attorney in the play of ‘‘ London 
Assurance ” to place his person in a convenient posture for becoming 
the object of an ignominious assault, with a view to a subsequent 
action at law against the assailant. It cannot be pretended that the 
effort.to procure evidence from an unwilling witness is an agreeable 
task. But the solicitor must do his best for his client, and, in this 
instance, his duty will require of him the display of much conciliation 
and self-restraint. Many a sullen witness, who originally refused 
point blank to open his mouth, has been converted by the solicitor’s 
gentle arts into good humour, and has rendered an important service 
to the cause. 

A volume might be written on this subject of the handling of 
witnesses at the stage of which we have been speaking, but we can- 
not with a due regard to proportions enlarge on it beyond these few 
— observations and particular illustrations. Our object has 

» not to attempt to explore exhaustively so wide a field, but to 


‘lay stress on the importance of realizing its existence. The 


young and inexperienced solicitor may well contemplate it with 
trepidation ; it is far better that he should do so than suppose that 
when he has passed his final examination he has nothing more to 
learn. And it must, of course, be conceded that, given an equal 
measure of industry and zeal for the client, some solicitors possess 
greater aptitude for dealing with human nature, quicker perception, 
greater powers of learning by experience—in short, are more able— 
than others. Otherwise it may be conjectured that, making a liberal al- 
lowance for the many other causes at work, the contrasts of professional 
success and failure would be far less marked than they are. But there 
is a platform common to all alike. The dullest man can go to work 
in the right way as determinedly as the cleverest, thongh he may not 
be able to show the same results. If, for example, in the matter of 
getting up evidence a difficulty is met in giving effect to some 
recommendation given in an opinion of counsel, it is not a question of 
comiparative ability or even of comparative experience whether a 
solicitor accepts the check without an effort to overcome it, or tries to 
attain the desired object in some other way. It is a question of 
whether he will face his duties in the right or the wrong way. The 
ison of ability and experience arises not at this, but at the 
iter stage when the ingenuity is being taxed as to the best modus in 
quo. We cannot too strongly urge on young practitioners the 
immense importance of endeavouring always to approach their pro- 
fessional work from the right point of view. 


In working from the text of an opinion on evidence it is a simple 
but very plan to have a copy of it made ‘half-margin,’ and to 
note on that copy every step taken until the opinion is in one shape 
or another exhausted. 

The following are simple instances of what we mean :— 

yes Notes. 
John Smith should be subpoenaed Subpcenaissued . . 27/8/85. 

to produce, &c. Served on J.S. . . 28/3/85. 
The usual notices to admit and| Notices prepared and 

produce should be given, and|_ served é ‘ . 27/3/85. 

in icular the defendant | Documents admitted . 31/3/85. 


should be required to admit, &c. | 
It would be a saving of expense | Proposal to admit these 
to both parties if the following facts made to other 


which imagine are| side . . -  « 24/3/85. 

eally not in dispute were ad- | Draft admission sent to 
mitted—viz., &c. | them. ; . 26/3/85. 
Admission signed . 27/3/85. 


If such an admission cannot be | Admission obtained — 
obtained, then the followi evidence unnecessary 27/3/85. 
evidence on these poiits wil | 
be iiecessary—viz., &c. 








Edward Sanderson should be | Proof taken . é . 28/3/85. 
called to prove, &c. 

It would be desirable to call two | Wrote to plaintiff as to 
or three leading merchants to| this . ‘ . ° 
prove the custom alleged in | Proofs obtained from 
paragraph 5 of the statement of James Brown, George 
claim. Rawle, and Henry 

Church ... - 26/8/85. 


In this way the solicitor can always keep before his eyes what has 
been and what remains to be done, and this will be of service to him 
ye thay laying out his own work and in giving instructions to his 
clerks. 

In this, as in our article of last week on the subject of obtaining 
advice on evidence, we have not for the most part separated oral from 
affidavit evidence; but now, as then, we wish, in conclusion, to say a 
few words on the latter class of evidence specially. c 

In taking down the statement of a witness gow | _to his 
giving evidence orally there is, no doubt, much opportunity for 
guiding his mind into particular channels, and even, perhaps, 
unconsciously causing him to take a new view of facts and inferences 
which be had previously regarded in a different way. But this state- 
ment is at most but a guide to the line of his examination, and 
between the witness, the opposing counsel, and the judge, his actual 
evidence given on oath will often shape itself in all sorts of unexpected 
ways at last. Not so in the case of an affidavit. The witness swears 
to it, but he does not prepare it. He adopts the language, but rarely 
originates it, and we fear it must be confessed does not always very 
clearly understand it. We suppose there is no help for this, which 
is certainly an evil, except the remedy which of late years has been 
so largely applied of confining the use of affidavit evidence within 
more and more narrow limits. But the practical reflection which 
arises on it appears to us to be this—that it behoves the solicitor, 
when taking evidence from a witness in this form, to satisfy himself 
most scrupulously that the deponent understands and is prepared to 
stand by every word of the affidavit, and never to allow his zeal to go 
the length of distorting in language the real meaning of the witness, 
or leading him into conclusions at which the solicitor in the interests 
of his client desires to arrive, and believes to be right, but which the 
deponent is not really prepared to the full extent to follow. It may 
seem that this warning is tantamount to saying solemnly that a 
solicitor should not encourage perjury ; but this isnot really so. The 
solicitor draws the affidavit, his mind is charged with a particular 
view, the deponent is apt to be careless of following the terms of the 
document (especially where it deals with a subject necessitating the 
use of technical wording), and to adopt it without very much reflec- 
tion under a general sort of impression that it must be all right ; and 
so the solicitor’s view comes insensibly to pertneate and colour the 
affidavit. Neither the solicitor nor the witness (in the very large 
majority of cases, at least) means to do anything wrong; but wrong 
is done in fact, and very often the evidence becomes at last discredited 
and worthless. 


24/3/85. 











REVIEWS. 


DOMESTIC RELATIONS. 


THE LAW OF THE DomEsSTIC RELATIONS, INCLUDING HUSBAND AND 
Wirt, Parent AND CHILD, GUARDIAN AND WARD, INFANTS, AND 
MASTER AND SERVANT. By WitL1AM PINDER EVERSLEY, Barrister- 
at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


In this formidable volume Mr. Eversley has collected with much 
labour the matter of three separate treatises. Five subjects, indeed, 
are included in his classification of the so-called ‘‘ Domestic Rela- 
tions,” but his thousand pages are in reality occupied by three—viz., 
Husband and Wife, Infants, and Master and Servant. It is, we 
think, to be regretted that these subjects were not kept entirely 
separate and bound in different volumes. By their amalgamation an 
unnecessary strain is imposed both upon purse and muscle. As it is, 
in order to cite a passage on the law of master and servant, we are 
compelled to carry about several pounds’ weight of ‘‘ Husband and 
Wife” ; while the conscientious guardian, who desires to know his 
duties and liabilities, cannot acquire the comparatively few pages 
which interest him without at the same time purchasing a quantity 
of law with which he has noconcern. A guide-book to the Republics 
of Europe would possess the same kind of unity which is to be found 
in the ‘‘ Domestic Relations,” and the wayfurer on an Alpine slope 
might not unreasonably object to being weighed down with a mass 
of information concerning the (to him) irrelevant Republic of France. 

Mr. Eversley, starting from the idea of the household, seems to 
have been misied by the desire of importing something of symmetry 
into English law; for he says in his preface: ‘‘ Down to the present 
time there has been no one work published in England compre- 
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hensively treating of the legal relations of the various units that 
comprise the family or domestic group.” This is perfectly true, for 
English law is essentially heterogeneous, and does not admit of being 
.arranged round a central idea of this kind. The hopelessness of such 
an attempt has been long since demonstrated, and Mr. Eversley 
would have been wise to profit by the example of his Scotch prede- 
cessor, Lord Fraser, whose comprehensive treatise on the same sub- 
ject has ‘‘long since been split up into separate volumes dealing with 
the component subjects.” Half the present volume is occupied by 
a treatise on the law of husband and wife, and this part of the work 
seems to have been written at least three years ago, for the author 
tells us that much time has been consumed in re-writing or re-casting 
it after the passing of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882. 
This operation has, we think, been adequately performed, and the 
author may be congratulated upon having produced an excellent 
treatise on this branch of the law, well arranged, clearly written, 
and complete. A word of praise, too, must be accorded to the 
laborious care with which he has accumulated references to the 
various reports, and constructed his very full index. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL, 


R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 58, rn. 15—Appzar—Tmme—Drvorce Drviston— 
RervusaL or AppiicaTion ror New Trat—23 & 24 Vier. c. 144, 8.2; 44 & 
45 Vicr. c. 68, s. 9.—In a case of Ahier v. Ahier, before the Court of 
Appeal, No. 2, on the 14th inst., a question arose as to the time within 
which an appeal must be brought from the refusal of the Divorce Division 
to grant a new trial. Section 2 of the Act, 23 & 24 Vict. c. 144, provides 
that either party dissatisfied with the decision of the judge ordinary 
sitting alone ‘‘in granting or refusing an application for a new trial, 
which by virtue of this Act he is empowered to hear and determine, may, 
within fourteen days after the pronouncing thereof, appeal to the full 
court, whose decision shall be final.’”? By section 9 of the Judicature Act, 
1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 68), it is provided that ‘‘all appeals which, under 
section 55 of the Act 20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, or under any other Act, might 
be brought to the full court established by the said first-mentioned Act, 
shall henceforth be brought to her Majesty’s Court of Appeal, and not to 
the said full court.’’ The Court of Appeal (Corron, Bowen, and Fry, L.JJ.) 
held that the provision of the Act of 1860 is still in force, and that such 
an appeal must be brought within fourteen days, and not within twenty- 
one as is provided by rule 15 of order 58 of the R. S. C., 1883.—Covunset, 
Inderwick, Q.C., and Bayford ; C. H. Turner. Souscrrons, Helder § Roberts ; 
Turner, Son, § Norton. 





LxeasE—ConstrucTionN—EXCEPTION—RESERVATION—SPORTING RIGHTS.— 
In a case of Houstoun v. The Marquis of Sligo, before the Court of Appeal, 
No. 2, on the 14th inst., the question arose, upon the construction of a 
lease, whether the right of hunting, coursing, and shooting over the 
demised land had been granted to the tenant or reserved to the landlord. 
By the lease the defendant demised and granted to the plaintiff, his 
executors, administrators, and assigns, certain towns, lands, and premises 
in Ireland, ‘‘ excepting and always reserving out of this demise ’’ unto the 
lessor, his trustees and assigns, as his and their exclusive property, all 
timber and other trees and saplings whatsover, &c. ‘‘ And also excepting 
and reserving out of this demise to the lessor, his heirs and assigns, all 
mines and minerals of coal, lead, &c. And also reserving to the lessor, 
his heirs and assigns, and his and their servants, agents, and workmen, 
liberty of ingress, egress, and regress,’’ to cut the timber and to work the 
mines, making compensation to the lessee “‘ for all damage and injury that 
=, be done in the exercise of the said reserved rights or any of them, 
and also (by way of grant and not of reservation) all such rights of fishing 
as are hereinafter mentioned and described, and the exclusive right of 
hunting, coursing, and shooting _ and over the said premises or other- 
wise to destroy the game and wild fowl thereon being, To have and to 
hold the said demised premises with the rights, members, and appurten- 
ances thereunto belonging or in anywise appertaining (except as before 
excepted) unto the lessee, his executors, administrators, and assigns,’’ for 
the term of thirty-one years thereby granted. And it was thereby coven- 
anted and agreed by and between the parties thereto that during the term 
of nine years from the Ist of January, 1882, the lessee, and his executors, 
administrators, or assigns, should have (with the exception thereinafter 
mentioned) the exclusive right of fishing in two specified lakes and the river 
connecting them, ‘‘ excepting and always reserving out of this demise ’’ to 
the lessor, his heirs and assigns, for the inmates and guests of certain 
specified houses, the right at all times to fish in the two lakes and the river 
connecting them, with rods, but not cross lines. And further, that from 
and after the expiration or sooner determination of the term of nine years, 
the waters of the two lakes and the river connecting them, and all rights 
of fishing therein, should revert to and become the exclusive property of 
the lessor, his heirs and assigns, reserving nevertheless to the lessee, his 
executors, administrators, or assigns, for the inmates or guests of a 
specified house, a right during the remainder of the term of thirty-one 
years to fish in the two lakes and the river connecting them with single 
rods only, but not cross lines. And further, that the right of fishing in 
all other waters surrounded by or running through or adjoining the said 


lands and pigeeet thereby demised were thereby y reserved to the 
lessor, his heirs, executors, administrators, and ass and his and their 
lessee or lessees, and such or persons as he or they should license or 
permit, verbally or in writing, for sporting purposes, profit or otherwise. 
On behalf of the landlord it was contended that the words of tion, 
which applied to the mines and minerals, applied also to the rights of 
fishing and the right of hunting, coursing, and shooting, which were 
introduced by the words ‘‘and also,” that the words, ‘‘ by way of 
grant, and not of reeervation,’’ were inserted because those rights were 
included in the initial demise of the lands, and it was therefore n 

that the tenant should re-grant them to the landlord. On behalf of the 
tenant, it was urged that the words of exception came to an end with 
the exception of the mines, and that with the words ‘‘and also (by way 
of grant, and not of reservation)”’ the nt by the landlord was 
resumed, and the effect was to give the rights after-mentioned to the 
tenant. The Court of Appeal (Corroy, Bowen, and Fry, L.JJ.), affirm- 
ing the decision of Pearson, J., held that the rights in question were 
reserved to the landlord.—Counsen, Davey, Q.C., and R. C. Dobbs ; 
Fischer, Q.C., and Mulligan. Soxicrrors, Roopers ¢ Whately; Parkin ¢ 
Woodhouse. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


TrapE-Mark—Fancy Worps—Parents, &c., Act, 1883, s. 64 (c.).— 
In the case of In re Friedlander’s Trade-Mark, before Chitty, J., on the 
14th inst., the question arose whether the words, “‘ Zephyr Asiatic Walnut 
Pipe’ were capable of registration as fancy words within the Patents, 
&c., Act, 1883, s. 64, providing that the trade-mark must consist of one, 
at least, of the essential particulars stated, mcluding, inter alia (section 
64 (c.)), ‘¢ a distanctive device, &c., or fancy word or words not in common 
use.”’ Currry, J., said that the object of the new enactment was to alter 
the law as it formerly stood, and to get rid of such decisions as Ford v. 
Foster (20 W. R. 818, L. R. 7 Ch. 611), and Ee parte Stephens (24 W. R. 
693, L. R. 3 Ch. D. 659), so as to enable such fancy words as Eureka, in 
the former case, and Aeilyton, in the latter, to be admitted to tra- 
tion. But he was satisfied that it was not the intention of the L ture 
to allow the registration of words like those before the court in the 
present case. These words did not comply with the conditions of section 
64 (c.). They were not within its terms, being neither fancy words nor 
words in common use. ‘‘ Asiatic Walnut’? were merely descriptive 
words, and whether ‘“‘ Zephyr” was or was not a fancy word it was 
utmecessary to decide, for it was in common use, not only with respect to 
many articles of trade—e.g., jerseys—but also, as had been shown, with 
respect to the class of articles in respect of which it had been sought to 
be registered in the present case, being commonly applied to pipes of a 
particular construction. The words in question were, therefore, not 
admissible to registration as fancy words under section 64 (c.).—OounsEL, 
Romer, Q.C., and Frankau; Whitehorne, Q.C., and Horace Browne, 
Soxicrrors, Field, Roscoe, § Co. ; Joel Emmanuel, § Co. 





R. S. C., 1883, orp. 37, x. 21; orp. 38, r. 23—Cross-EXAMINATION OF 
Wiryessrs—Exrenses or Propvction. —In the case of In re Baker 
(deceased), Connell v. Baker, before Chitty, J.,on the 14th inst.—being 
an action for administration against an executor—it appeared that, 
judgment having been given for a receiver, inquiries, and accounts, the 
defendant filed an affidavit after judgment, denying possession of any 
part of the estate, and, upon the plaintiff desiring to cross-examine, 
declined to attend before the examiner unless the plaintiff paid his 
expenses. The plaintiff, following the practice in Stuart v. Batkis 
Company (32 W. R. 676), served the defendant with a subpoena, and 
subsequently moved that he be ordered. to attend at his own expense. 
The defendant submitted that the recent decision of Backhouse v. Alcock 
(33 W. R. 437), that, under R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 37, r. 21; ord. 38, r. 28, 
the on ours of producing a deponent for cross-examination subsequently 
to the ing or trial could not be demanded, in the first instance, from 
the party requiring production, was not applicable to a case where the 
deponent sought to be produced was the defendant himself ; but that, in 
such a case, the proper procedure was for the plaintiff to produce the 
defendant as the plain tiff’s witness, and move to commit in the event of the 
defendant’s refusal to attend, or the plaintiff might ask the court to 
altogether ignore the affidavit upon which the defendant had not been 
cross-examined. Currry, J., said that it was open for the plaintiff to 
proceed in either way. He might either, in accordance with Stuart v. 
Balkis Company, move that the defendant attend at his own expense, or, 
in accordance with Backhouse v. Alcock, treat him as a deponent whose 
expenses, in the first instance, were payable by the party in whose behalf 
the affidavit had been made. That the deponent was himself the party 
made no difference, and to admit such a distinction would be too 
narrow a view of the practice as generalized by the Rules of 1883.— 
CounseL, Renshaw ; Bardswell, Soxricrrors, Shaw ¢ Tremelilen, for G. H. ¢ 
E. L. Phillips, Bacup, cashire; Sharpe, Parkers, Pritchard, § Sharpe, 
for Peace § Ellis, Wigan. 








R. 8S. C., 1883, orp. 31—Discovery—InTERRosaToRIEs—DocuMENTs 
RELATING TO TrttE.—In the case of Cayley v. The Sandycroft Brick Company, 
before Pearson, J., on the 14th inst., there was a question as to dis- 
covery of documents. The plaintiffs alleged that they were entitled to 
the coal under certain land, and the action was brought to restrain the 
defendants from w the coal, and for an account of coal already 





worked by them. The Plaintiffs delivered the following eye A to 
one of ees pivtatin te the defendants’ firm: ‘Let the said J. 8S. set forth 
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under or by what (if any) conveyance, assignment, lease, licence, or 
authority the defendants’ firm claim to be entitled to the coal or minerals 
underlying the said close, giving the dates and names of parties to any 
such conveyance, assignment, or Jease, and the names of persons or re- 
spective persons from whom they allege that they obtained any such 
licence or authority, and stating whether the same be in writing or not.’’ 
The defendant refused to answer, on the ground that the interrogatory 
related to the title uf the defendants, and that the documents from which 
their title was derived related solely to the case of the defendants, and 
did not tend to support the case of the plaintiffs. Pzarson, J., held that 
an answer must be given to the interrogatory, though it did not follow 
that the defendants would be compelled to produce the documents kere- 
after. But the plaintiffs were entitled to know what case they had to 
meet. His lordchip declined to lay down the extent to which the answer 
must go.—CovunsEL, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and E. 8. Ford ; Cookson, Q.C., 
and Bagnold. Souicrrors, Phelps, Sidgwick, § Biddle ; Simpson § Co. 








OBITUARY. 


SIR EDWARD SULLIVAN 


The Right Hon. Sir Edward Sullivan, baronet, Lord High Chancellor of 
Ireland, died suddenly at his residence, in Fitzwilliam-square, Dublin, 
en the 13th inst., in his sixty-fourth year. The late Lord Chancellor was 
the son of Mr. Edward Sullivan, of Mallow, and was born in 1822. He 
was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, where he obtained first-class 
honours in classics and in science. He was called to the bar at 
Dublin in 1848, when he joined the Munster Circuit. His profes- 
sional was so rapid that he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1858, 
and a serjeant-at-law in 1860. He was legal adviser to the Lord- 
Lieutenant from 1861 till 1865, when he became Solicitor-General for 
Ireland under the second Government of Lord Palmerston, and, in the 
same year, he was elected M.P. for Mailow in the Liberal interest. He 
retired with his party in July, 1866; but, on Mr. Gladstone’s accession to 
office in December, 1868, he was appointed Attorney-General for Ireland, 
and was sworn in as a member of the Irish Privy Council. He was one of 
the counsel in the celebrated Yelverton trial at Dublin, and, as a law 
officer, he had the conduct of several important Fenian prosecutions. He 
rendered valuable aid to Mr. Gladstone in carrying the Irish Church 
Disestablishment Act of 1869, and in the preparation of the Land Act of 
1870, before the passing of which he had succeeded the late Mr. Walsh 
as Master of the Rolls in Ireland. He was created a baronet in 1881. In 
1883, on the death of Mr. Hugh Law, he was appointed a Commissioner 
of the Great Seal in Ireland, in conjunction with Lord Chief Baron Palles 
and Lord Justice Barry, and, a few weeks afterwards, the Great Seal was 
conferred upon him. He rendered important services to Lord Spencer in 
yo i Ree the provisions of the Peace Preservation Acts, and, as a 
judge, he enjoyed the esteem and confidence of the whole of the Irish 
bar. Sir E. Sullivan had taken an active part in the reception of the 
Prince and Princess of Wales, being present in his official capacity at the 
Drawing-room, Levée, and State Ball. On the 10th inst., he attended 
the laying of the first stone by the Prince of Wales of the Dublin Museum 
of Science and Art, when he complained of having caught a chill. He, 
however, on the morning of the 13th inst. attended at the Castle and 
transacted some official business, and he afterwards visited his physician, 
but, shortly after his return home in the evening, he died suddenly from 
gout in the stomach. Sir E. Sullivan was married in 1850 to the daughter 
of Mr. Robert Bailey, of Cork, and he leaves three sons and one daughter. 
He is succeeded in the baronetcy by his eldest son, Mr. Edward Sullivan, 
who was born in 1452, and was called to the bar in Ireland in 1879. 

The Datly Ezyress says :—‘‘ Few men were more highly and deservedly 
respected than Sir Edward Sullivan, who won his way to the first position 
in the country under the Crown by his own abilities and character. He 
aAministered justice with a firm, yet gentle, hand, and inspired every 
suitor with trust in bis unswerving uprightness, as well as in his learning 
and ability. His life throughout was distinguished for qualities, both 
intellectual and moral, which insure and deserve success. From the first 
he devoted himself with untiring industry to cultivate his natural gifts, 
and, in bis academic career, he gave many a promise and earnest of the 
eminence to which he ultimately attained.’’ 





MR. JAMES MACPHERSON GRANT. 


Mr. James Macpherson Grant, solicitor, who died at Melbourne a few days 
ago, was born at Alvie, Aberdeenshire, in 1422. arly in life he emigrated 


| of business. He was a member of the Parliamentary Agents 
with his family to New South Wales, and for some years he served asa 


volunteer im the earlier campaigns against the Macries in New Zealand. 
He practised for a tew years at Bydncy 24 4 wlicitor, but during the gold 
fever be visited California. After his return to Australia he settled in 
Victoria, and, after resuming his profesional ice for a short time, 
be dected to devote himeclf entirely to political life. In 1455 he was 
ected to the Legislative Assembly of Victoria as the representative of the 

oa Bendigo. In 1461 he became Vice-President of the 
wari Land apd Works and Chief Commissioner of Public 
he was Commissioner of Lands from 1464 till 1469, and from 
Fume, 1871, till June, 1472. He was also twice Minister of Justice—namely, 
from January to October, 1475, and from 1877 till 1440—and from 1441 
till 1982 he was Colonial Kecretary of Victoria. Mr. Grant was one of the 


advanced party in the Colony, and his name is associated with several 
important land law reforms. 


MR, THOMAS GALE CURTLER, 


Mr. Thomas Gale Curtler, solicitor, formerly town clerk of Worcester, 
died on the 28th ult. in his eighty-ninth year. Mr. Curtler was born 
in 1796. He was admitted a solicitor about the year 1818, having served 
his articles with his uncle, Mr. Thomas Gale, of Worcester, and he prac- 
tised for over twenty years in that city, during a considerable portion of 
which period he filled the office of town clerk. He was appointed a 
magistrate for the city of Worcester in 1841, and a magistrate for 
Worcestershire in 1843. In the following year he was elected deputy 
chairman of quarter sessions for the county, in which capacity his former 
professional experience proved extremely valuable, and he filled that 

sition till 1864. Shortly after his retirement, in recognition of 

is long and valuable services, his portrait was painted at the ex- 
pense of the magistrates of the county, and was p in the Town 
Hall. Mr. Curtler was also for many years chairman of the Committee 
of Visiting Justices of the Worcestershire Lunatic Asylum. He had been 
twice married, and he leaves three sons. 





MR. HENRY LEWIS GREGORY. 


Mr. Henry Lewis Gregory, solicitor, of Liverpool and Southport, died 
at his residence at the latter place, on the 29th ult., from congestion of 
the lungs. Mr. Gregory was born in 1829. He was admitted a solicitor 
in 1852, snd he had since resided and practised at Southport, having also 
an office at Liverpool. He had an extensive business, and he had served 
the office of under sheriff of Lancashire. Mr. Gregory was for a short 
time a member of the Town Council of Southport, as a representative of 
the West Ward, and he was a magistrate for the boroughs of Liverpool 
and Southport. He was married in 1857 to Miss Crompton, of Bolton. 





MR, JOHN LEE. 


Mr. John Lee, solicitor, died at Brampton on the 25th ult., at the age 
of seventy-six. Mr. Lee was born in 1808. He was admitted a solicitor 
in 1835, and he practised for over forty years at Brampton as a member of 
the firm of Lee & Carrick. He had an extensive practice, and he had 
held several important appointments. He was formerly registrar of the 
Brampton County Court (Circuit No. 3), and he was also for several years 
clerk to the county magistrates for the Haltwhistle Division of North- 
umberland, clerk to the Haltwhistle Board of Guardians. superintendent 
registrar, and deputy coroner for the Eastern Division of Northumberland. 
He retired from business about eight years ago. His son, Mr. James 
Blacklock Lee, who was admitted a solicitor in 1860, is now registrar of the 
Brampton County Court, clerk to the Haltwhistle Highway Board, and 
superintendent registrar. Mr. Lee was chairman of the Brampton Gas 
Company. He leaves four sons and four daughters. He was buried at 
Brampton on the 30th ult. 





MR. JAMES WITHERDEN MENPES. 


Mr. James Witherden Menpes, solicitor, of Maidstone, died on the 8th 
inst., after a lingering illness. He was seized with paralysis last New 
Year’s Day, and had ever since remained in an almost unconscious con- 
dition. Mr. Menpes was born in 1835, and he was admitted a solicitor in 
1860. He was a perpetual commissioner for the county of Kent, and he 
was treasurer for the borough of Maidstone, and clerk to the Maidstone 
School Board, and to the Hollingbourne Highway Board. His death has 
caused universal regret at Maidstone. 





MR. JOHN GRAHAM. 


The late Mr. John Graham, parliamentary agent, of 3, Westminster 
Chambers, died at his residence, 35, Gloucester-street, on the 4th inst, 
aged sixty-nine. He was born at Castle Douglas, in the Stewartry of Kirk - 
cudbright, and was educated there and at the reget University. After 
being for several years with a firm of writers to the Signet in Edinburgh, 
he, in 1845, came up to London and succeeded Messrs. Spottiswood & 
Roberteon, probably the oldest firm of Scotch parliamentary agents. He 
enjoyed a considerable practice, both in appeals before the House of Lords 
and in committees; and besides being, until recently, agent for the 
towns of Peterhead and Greenock, he was at the time of his death agent 
for the Church of Scotland, the Corporation of Edinburgh, the Edinburgh 
Water Trust, and other public bodies in Edinburgh and other parts of 
| Scotland. He was considered a very able, accurate, and experienced man 

Society. He 

| married the daughter of Provost William Young, of Castle Douglas, by 

whom he leaves two daughters and one son. His son, who was admitted 

a solicitor in 1872, and has been his partner for several years, succeeds him 
in his business. 





MR. JUSTICE PRING, 


Mr. Ratcliffe Tring, a puisne judge of the Supreme Court of the 
Colony of Queensland, died about a fortnight ago at Brisbane, in his 
sixtieth year. Mr. Justice Pring was the second son of Mr, Thomas 
Pring, of Crediton. He was born in 1825, and was educated at 
Shrewsbury School. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 





Trinity Term, 1853, and four years later he emigrated to Sydney, where 
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for some time he practised as a barrister. In 1857 he was appointed 
Crown Prosecutor for the district of Moreton Bay, and in 1862 he was 
appointed a member of the Legislative Council of the Colony of Queens- 
land. He was appointed a Queen’s Counsel for that colony in 1866, and 
he acted as a gold commissioner in 1871. After the introduction of 
responsible government, he was elected a member of the Queensland 
Legislative Assembly, and.he filled the office of Attorney-General under 
five separate ministries. In 1880 he was appointed a judge of the 
Supreme Court of the colony, and he held that office till his death. 


..EGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


The Hon. Josetrye Greorce Hernert Amuerst, barrister, has been 
appointed Private Secretary to Sir Frederick Napier Broome, Governor of 
Western Australia. Mr. Amherst is the fourth son of the second Earl 
Amherst, and was born in 1846. He was educated at Harrow, and at 
Christ Church, Oxford, and he was called to the bar at the Inner T'emple 
in Easter Term, 1874. 

Sir Henry Wiimor, baronet, M.P., has been elected Second Chairman 
of the Derbyshire Quarter Sessions. 

Mr. Joszepx Witson Rooke, solicitor (of the firm of Mann & Rooke), of 
Manchester, has been appointed a Commissioner to adminster Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Szeptmvus James Tuorp, solicitor, of Cardiff, has been elected 
Town Clerk of the Borough of Bury, Lancashire. Mr. Thorp was admitted 
a solicitor in 1882. 

Mr. Worrurtncton Evans, solicitor, of 35, Eastcheap, has been elected 
Vestry Clerk of the Parish of St. Andrew Hubbard, on the resignation of 
Mr. John Hollams, jun. Mr. Evans is ward clerk of Billmgsgate Ward. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1848. 

Mr. Henry Watwyn Prncocx, solicitor (of the firm of Pidcock & Sons), 
of Worcester, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Tuomas Micxtem, jun., solicitor (of the firm of Micklem, Holling- 
worth, & Monkland), of 19, Gresham-street, has been elected Vestry Clerk 
of the Parish of St. Mary Staining, in succession to ag! seme the late 
Mr. Henry De Jersey. Mr. Micklem is the son of Mr. Thomas Micklem, 
solicitor. He was admitted a solicitor in 1876, and he has served the 
office of under-sheriff of London and Middlesex. 

Mr. Franx Ricuarpson, solicitor (of the firm of Richardson & Sadler), 
of 28, Golden-square, has been appointed Solicitor to the Vintners’ 
Company, in succession to Mr. Henry Homewood Crawford, who has 
been appointed City Solicitor. Mr. Richardson was admitted in 1856. 

Mr. Joun Parke Cuatuam, solicitor, of Hull, has been appointed Clerk 
to the Sculcoates Board of Guardians and Assessment Committee, and 
Superintendent Registrar for the district, in succession to“his father, the 
reg tiny William Chatham. Mr. J. P. Chatham was admitted a solicitor 
in . 

Mr. Joun Harvey Hooper, solicitor (of the firm of Hooper & Hooper), 
of Worcester, has been appointed Registrar of the Diocese of Worcester, 
to act jointly with Mr. Alfred Catchmayd Hooper. Mr. J. H. Hooper was 
admitted a solicitor in 1874. He is also joint secretary to the Bishop of 
Worcester, joint registrar of the Archdeaconry of Worcester, and joint 
chapter clerk of Worcester Cathedral. 

His Honour Judge Cuartes Sumner has been elected Deputy Chair- 
man of the Gloucestershire Quarter Sessions. Judge Sumner is the eldest 
son of the late Right Rev. Charles Richard Sumner, D.D., Bishop of 
Winchester, and was born in 1818. He was educated at Balliol College, 
Oxford, where he graduated B.A. in 1840. He was called to the bar at 
the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1848, and he formerly practised on 
the Home Circuit and at the Surrey Sessions. He is chancellor of the 
diocese of Winchester, and he was appointed judge of county courts for 
Circuit No, 53 in 1866. He is a magistrate a> deputy-lieutenant for 
Gloucestershire. 

Dr. Watrer Copp, solicitor (of the firm of G. R. Rogerson & Co.), of 
Liverpool, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. Dr. Codd gained an open scholarship 
at St. Peter’s College, Cambridge, and was first mathematical 
each year of his residence there. He graduated with first class mathe- 
matical honours in the Mathematical Tripos, 1870. He subsequently was 
articled to Messrs. Valpy & Chaplin, of 19, Lincoin’s-inn-felda, and 

assed the final examination of the Incorporated Law Society with 
1onorary distinction, In August, 1878, he became a er in the firm 
of G. R. Rogerson & Co., solicitors, of Liverpool. In October, 1882, he 
obtained the degree of LL.D. at the University of Cambridge. 

Mr, Francts W. Hvowns, solicitor, of 152, Goldhawk-road, Shepherd's 
Bush, W., and 93, Edgware-road, W., has been appointed a Commissioner 
to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, 

Mr. Frepenick Anpraw Inperwicx, Q.C., M.P., has been elected 
Mayor of the Corporation of Winchelsea for the ensuing year. Mr. 
Inderwick is the only son of Mr, Andrew Inderwick, and was born in 
1836. He was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge. He was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1858, and he became a 
Queen's Counsel in 1874. Mtr. Inderwick is a member of the South- 
Eastern Circuit, He has been M,P. for Ryo in the Liberal interest since 
April, 1880, He is a bencher of the Inner Templo and a magistrate for 











SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


A special general meeting of the members of the society will be held in 
the hall of the society, on Thursday, 30th inst., at two o’clock precisely, 
to consider the subjects hereinafter mentioned, and of which notice has 
been duly given—viz. :— 

Mr. W. P. W. Phillimore will ask:—‘‘1. How much was —— in 
1884 by the society in their capacity of registrar of solicitors, whether 
it is true that the expenditure exceeded the receipts from the statutory 
fees. 2. How much was spent in 1884 u the education and examina- 
tion of articled clerks vg Fag in to become articled clerks.” 

And will move :—‘‘1. this meeting requests the council for the 
future to supply separate annual accounts in respect of (a.) the expenditure 
of the society in its private capacity: ().) the expenditure in of 
the duties of registrar of solicitors; (c.) the expenditure of the fees re- 
ceived from articled clerks. 2. That this meeting requests the council to 
urge upon the Government the propriety of abolishing or, at least, modi- 
fying the annual certificate duty by (a.) equalizing the amount of town 
and country certificates ; (b.) intrusting the collection to the Income Tax 
Commissioners, with instructions to assess the duty in a similar manner 
to income tax—viz., by exempting those whose incomes are less than £150, 
with partial exemption for those less than £400.”’ 

Mr. Charles Ford will move: ‘‘ That the interests of articled law 
students (from an educational point of view) and the future of the profes- 
sion (especially in relation to the ible ion of its two 
branches) render it more than ever necessary that the provisions of section 
8 of the Solicitors Act, 1877, should be strictly complied with by the 
society, and the council is instructed to carry to a separate account all fees 
referred to in such section, and invest the amount so accumulated from 
time to time at interest, and to draw up and submit to the society a 
scheme for securing to articled law students some better system of legal 
education.” 

And will ask: ‘‘ What has been done by the council in regard to the 
resolution which, on my motion at the April General Meeting of 1884, was 
carried unanimously, and which is as follows:—‘ That the interests of 
solicitors and the convenience of the profession require that the practice 
which obtains in all the other divisions of the High Court of setting down 
motions, and of taking them in the order in which they stand in the lists, 
should be extended to the Chancery Division, and thus avoid the present 
confusion, expense, and delay which arise in such division in connection 
with motions to the court.’ ” 

Mr. J. R. Macarthur will move :—‘‘1. That, in the opinion of this 
meeting, the number of members who have joined the New Club is, com- 
paratively » so small as to constitute its formation a failure (even 
if it be assumed that it is legal). 2. That the important part of the 
society’s premises now allotted to the New Club is required to be rendered 
available for the general body of the members. 3. That increased accom- 
modation should be provided for the students who desire to use the books 
in the library, so that they may do so without interfering with the privi- 
leges of the members. 4. That whenever a notice of motion has been 
given by a member, and included in the notice convening a general meet- 
ing, if the member who gave the notive does not move pursuant to his 
notice, any member then present may adopt it as his own and move as 
if the notice of motion had been given by him.”’ 

E. W. Writiamson, Secretary. 


_— 
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COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 


At a general examination of students of the Inns of Court, held at 
Lincoln’s-inn Hall, the Council of Legal Education a to the 
following students certificates that they had satisfactorily passed a public 
examination :— ee: ' 

Anthony Arratoon Avetoom, —_ Temple: W vane ob ring A Baildon, 
Lincoln’s-inn; He Barran, Inner Temple; Mancherjee Merwanjee 
Bhown . Linesin’o-tan : Charles Lutley Sclater Booth, William 
Richard anskill Briscoe, and Kenworthy Brown, Inner - 
Frederick Everard Colt, Lincoln’s-inn; Charles Newle Crosse, 
Hull Dennis, and John Grantham Dickson, Inner Temple; Jobn 
Macgeah Dickson, Lincoln’s-inn; William Jouah Disturnal, Inner 
Temple ; Patrick Edward Dove, Limooln’s-inn; Heary Edward Duke, 
Gray's-inn ; Henry Arthur Colmore Dunn, Lincoln’s-inn ; Edward David 
Evans, Middle Temple ; Godfrey Falle, Allan Donail Fraser, 
Evan Cameron Galton, Charles Gawen Roberts Gawen, Ernest Augustine 


Gibson, Rockingham (¢ Gill, and Henry Genne, Inner : 
FredericG e, Middle e@; Witham Cameron Gull, Lincoln’ : 
Herbert Haines and John waring Hall, Inner Temple; Francis 


Villiers Hormby and Thomas Mendelssohn Horsfall, M : 
William I Horton and George Richarison Jackson, Inner : 
Sir Charles James Jessel, Lincoln’s-ina ; River Ker and 

Kilburn, Inner > Robert Leader, Lincoln’s-inn; Arthur Lennard, 
Inner Temple. Neil McKinnon, Middle Temple; Richard Edmund 
Mitcheson and Edward John Chalmers Morton, Inner Temple; Veron 
Francis Page, Middle Temple; Lewis Palmer, Inner Temple; Alexander 
Wood Renton, Gray’s-inn; Thomas Stanley Rogers, Lincola’sian; 





the county of Sussex, 
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Rupert Theodore Walton Sercombe and Ardeshir Kavasju Sethna, Middle 
Temple ; Robert George Seton, Inner Temple; William Marno Slorach 
and est Spencer, Middle Temple ; Donald Charles Stewart, Lincoln’s- 
inn; Henry Minshull Stockdale, John St. Loe Strachey, and Theodore 
Edward Strachey, Inner Temple; Theodore Rivers Dale Walrond, 
Lincoln’s-inn; Arthur James Walter, Inner Temple; Sidney Clemens 
Watson, Lincoln’s-inn; Benjamin Webster and George Watkins Yardley, 
Inner Temple. 

The following students have passed a satisfactory examination in 
Roman law :— 


Tahrir Uddin Ahmed, Middle Temple; Tetlur Biligirirangam Rama- 
swami Ai » Inner Temple; Abdul Ali, William Edwin Barling, 
Francis Beeby, and George Oliver Bellewes, Middle Temple; John George 
Quiddington Besch, Lincoln’s-inn; Umar Buksh, Middle Temple; 
Alexander Hall Carrington and Egerton Smith Castle, Inner Temple; 
Byomkes Chakravarti, Lincoln’s-inn ; Henry Milwarn Chataway, Middle 
Temple ; Henry Francis Cockburn and Arthur Coomber, Inner Temple; 
David William Garden Cowie, Gray’s-inn ; Mancherji Byramji Dadabhoy 
and Pandit Bishan Narayan Dar, Middle Temple; Francis Edward 
Prescott Decie, Lincoln’s-inn ; Frederick Chester Wells Durrant, Middle 
Temple; John Hugh Armstrong Elliot, Inner Temple; Henry Savage 
Sharpe Elwin, Middle Temple; Geoffrey Evan Fairfax, William Arthur 
Wilson Fox, Charles Storey Gilman, Thomas Robinson Grey, and 
Gawayne Baldwin Hamilton, Inner Temple; John Joseph Hayden, 
Gray’s-inn ; Joseph Hurst, Inner Temple; Josiah Charles Eagle Knight 
and Edmund Prior Leresche, Middle Temple; Gerald Champion Lewis 
and Edwin Archibald Ley, Inner Temple; Guy Lushington, Herbert 
James Hay Mackay, Arthur Marshall, Lovegrove Griffith Hubert Mayer, 
and Syud Mahomed Nabi-ullah, Middle Temple; John Iityd Dillwyn 
Nickoll and James Morton Nicholson, Inner Temple; Charles Edmund 
Pearson, Lincoln’s-inn ; Joseph Gerald Pease, Inner Temple ; Wyndham 
Yates Feel and Aubray Percival Pennell, Middle Temple; Lal Piyare, 
Inner Temple; Nelson Prower, Middle Temple; Khushwakt Rai and 
Alfred John Read, Inner Temple; Robert itfield Rippon, Middle 
Temple ; William Robert Roberts and John Henry Roskill, Inner Temple; 
Fedor Andrew Satow, Herbert Edward Sawyer, and Charles Sharp, 
Middle Temple; John Sidney Snelgrove and Frederick William Spinks, 
Inner Temple; William George Stack, Gray’s-inn; Frederick Augustus 
Shafto Steele, Inner Temple; Francis Seymour Stevenson, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Samuel Alexander Henry Strahan, Middle Temple; Charlton Swinhoe, 
Lincoln’s-inn ; Lupton Topham Topham, Middle Temple; William 
Naylor Vallance, Gray’s-inn ; Edward Grainville Waddilove, Lincoln’s- 
inn; Charles G: y Wade, James George Walker, and Thomas Hollis 
Walker, Inner Temple; Arthur Beaumont Wells, Gray’s-inn; Charles 
Hanbury Williams, Lincoln’s-inn; Christopher Mounsey Wilson, Inner 
Temple; David Wilson, Gray’s-inn; Henry Edward Wise, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Woodley Henry Boscawen Wright, Middle Temple; and Hugh Richard 
Penfold Wyatt, Inner Temple. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The usual weekly meeting of this society was held at the Law Institu- 
tion, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday, the 14th of April; Mr. Elmslie in the 
chair. The question for discussion was as follows :—‘‘ That the insanity, 
supervening after marriage, of cither husband or wife, should form a 
ground for the dissolution of the marriage contract.’ The debate was 
opened in the affirmative by Mr. Riddell, who was followed on the same 
side by Messrs. Woodroffe, Nicholls, and Lithiby. The negative was 
a by Messrs. Oldham, J. C. Wheeller, Rhys, A. Austin, Dodd, 

J. W. Ellis. The opener having replied, the question was put to the 
meeting, and was decided in the negative by a majority of six votes. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Quveex’s Bexcu Drviston. 


A to F.—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Sir vk Pollock are to be made returnabie before him in 
his own room, No. 173, at 11.30 a.m., on Tyesdays, Thursdays and 
Saturdays. All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Gordon are to be made returnable before him in his own room, 
No. 183, at 11.4 a.m., on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays. G to N.— 
All by summons or otherwise assigned to Master Kaye are to be 
made returnable before him in his own room, No. 181, at 11.30a,m., on Tues- 

, Thursdays, and Saturdays. All applications by summons or other- 

in actions to x the Hon. R. Butler are to be made 

in chambers on Mondays, Wednesdays, and 

Fridays. © to Z.—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions 

to Master Benett are to made returnable before him in 

his own room, No. 179, at 11.0 a.m., on Wednesdays, Thursdays, 

and Satardays. All applications by summons or otherwise in actions 

assigned to Master Smith are to be made returnable before him in 

his own ‘ No. 114, at 11.0 a.m., on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and 
to the 


applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
Master Romilly are to be made returnable before him in his 
own room, No. 185, at 11.40 a.m., on Mondays, Wednesdays, and 


H 


f 





THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. 
Boarp or Trapvz, March 27. 

The Board of Trade, in virtue of the powers conferred upon them by the 
153rd section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and with the concurrence of 
the Treasury, have appointed Mr. John Smith, Inspector-General in 
Bankruptcy, to perform the remaining duties.of the office of Comp- 
troller in Bankruptcy, in place of Mr. Robert Giffen, one of the 
Assistant Secretaries of the said Board. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


On the 14th inst., upon the application of Mr. J. 8. Merton, solicitor, 
of Selborne-chambers, Chancery-lane, the petitioning creditor in person. 
Mr. Registrar Murray made a receiving order against Mr. Benn Davis, 
solicitor, of Cork-street, Burlington-gardens. 


The Times states that Mr. Stephenson, the Director of Public Prosecu- 
tions, has addressed a communication to the Gravesend Town Clerk (Mr. 
Sharland), with reference to public prosecutions, in which he states that, 
in his opinion, the Legislature intended that he should interfere only iv 
very important cases, such as capital cases and those relating to the Pos: 
Office and the Mint. 


We are requested to say that the National Footpath Preservation 
Society, which has been instrumental in saving one of the most beautifu: 
walks in Westmoreland, wishes to have honorary solicitors in all th 

rincipal towns in the kingdom—several have already been appointed ; 
but an honorary solicitor is required in Bath, Canterbury, Derby, 
Gloucester, Leeds, Lincoln, Manchester, York, &c. Solicitors interested iv 
Ss public rights should write to Mr. Allnutt, 42, Essex-street, 
Strand. 


In the House of Lords on Monday Lord Coleridge said :—‘‘It chance | 
from circumstances with which I need not trouble your lordships that 
when I was Chief Justice of the Common Pleas Lord Cairns often con - 
sulted me as to judicial appointments which he had to fill, and which ha<d 
been usually filled by members of the common law bar, with whom, in 
the nature of things, he could not have had much acquaintance. Id: 
not suggest that he always took my advice. Lord Cairns was too great « 
man, he had too independent a mind, not to rely in the last resort upon 
his own judgment. He used the judgment of other men as materials to for. 
hisown. But this I may say, as those who knew him best must know. 
that he was always guided by the severest integrity, and always animat: (i 
by a single-minded desire to do his duty as he understood it. It might 
be said that by those on both sides who disposed of judicial appointment 
politics have for many years been disregarded, but anyone acquainte:| 
with public affairs must know that it is not an easy thing to resist the 
importunities of men who, perhaps, from the nature of the case, are not 
aware of the great public mischief that is done by incompetent persons 
acting in a judicial position. I may venture to say that Lord Cairns 
paid marked disre; to the importunity of such men, and would not 
appoint anyone whom he did not believe to be fully competent. In one 
case I suggested to him to fill a judicial position one whose competence no 
one who knew him would venture to deny, and he declined to appoint 
him. I may speak of the case now without risk of doing any harm. J 
suggested that the late Mr. Benjamin should be appointed to the bench— 
a man whom I was anxious to have seen among the judges of England, 
and who, to my knowledge, would have felt himself honoured by being 
placed among them. But Lord Cairns refused to consider his claim-, 
and he refused on grounds which I cannot help admitting were, at the 
time, urgent and forcible, and would by most men be held to be con- 
clusive. I am sure that in not appointing that eminent person Lord 
Cairns acted against his own wishes and on the purest and most patriotic 
motives. 


In an interesting paper on Coroners, ‘en~ at the request of the 
Bristol Law Students’ Society by Mr. E. M. Harwood, es 
for Bristol, and read at the society’s meeting on the 3rd of February last, 
the writer says :—‘‘ I cannot help thinking that the present system shoul 
not be materially altered without much consideration. If coroners only 
do their duty conscientiously and without fear or favour, it is better 1» 
continue the present form of public inquiry, rather than to leave the dis- 
cretion in the hands of a magistrate or any other higher official. in 
cases such as that of Mr. Acton, where the cause of death can be proved 
beyond all doubt by witnesses like the medical men who made the post- 
mortem examination, and whose statements were beyond suspicion, there 
would be no necessity to hold an pe yr ; but there are cases, continually 
arising where, if no inquiry were held, the public would not satisfied, 
and it might even become nece to have the body exhumed after 
burial for examination. It is therefore better somet to hold an 
inquest, even if the coroner has himself come to the conclusion that there 
is no real necessity for it, the death being, in fact, a natural death, if only 
to put a stop to idle rumours. In a recent case here, in which the medical 
report showed that the death was from purely natural causes (as was 
afterwards proved), I thought it necessary to hold an inquest, in con- 
sequence of rumours of foul play, which would only have been aggravated 
had no inquiry taken place in public. Another benefit derived from 
having an inquiry in public before jurors is, that oftentimes their 


personal knowledge is brought to bear on the subject, and is found of 
great assistance the parish or 


. Jurors are usually summoned 
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and often 

of the deceased, which is of great help 
death. For this reason I think the course generally adopted, of holding 
the inquest in or near the place where the body lies, is preferable to that 
which prevails in some other places, such as Liverpool, where the coroner 


immediate neighbourhood, intimate knowledge 


is investigating the cause of 


and jury—as I am informed—go from place to place in vehicles to view 
the different bodies, and then hold all the inquests before one jury, in a 
court provided for the purpose. It is true that it is sometimes very 
deegeee and inconvenient to have to sit in small and uncomfortable 

ublic-house parlours or taprooms, as we have often »d Ln .. oe 
there is the advantage alluded to of having generall 
each case, some of whom are likely to have we. Sto. ara of ¢ the 
deceased and of his habits and circumstances, although the better course, 
paners, would be to take their evidence as witnesses, filling up the jury 
with others.’ 


At the Mansion House Police-court, on Wednesday, G. R. Harrison was 
summoned before Alderman Sir Andrew Lusk, a ‘the instance of the 


Incorporated Law Society, for a contravention of the vreggag f Act of 
1874 by wilfully and falsely pretending to be a ee Cc. O. 
Hesgibers, solicitor, appeared for the Incorporated Law Society in 


support of the summons; Mr. W. B. Woodgate, barrister, was for the 
defence. Mr. Humphreys said that the penalty for a contravention of 
the particular section of the Act was £10, supposing the court should be 
of — that the case was proved. There was a Mr. Everett, who was 
indebted to the Gas Light and Coke Company in a certain small sum of 
money. He was summoned by them for the payment of the sum, and 
went to 7, Apollo-court, Fleet-street. On the doorpost of that house 
appeared the name, ‘‘ Mr. Harrison, solicitor,’”’ and on the door of a room 
upstairs the same name appeared, but without the oo Se geen designa- 
tion; under it, in small letters, being ‘‘ Mr Mr. Everett went 
there and saw Mr, Whiffin, and gave ig Baye certain instructions with 
reference to the claim of the Gas Light and Coke per sen Subsequently 
the company received a letter addressed from 7, Apollo-court, and signed 
‘‘G. R. Harrison,” stating, in effect, that Mr. Everett would pay ‘Se the 
amount due by monthly instalments of 10s. The company too! 
notice of the letter, but, on the 14th of October, they received catia 
communication signed “G. R. Harrison.” 

the Gas Light and Coke Company, answered the letter, and, on the 25th 


of October, received another communication on the subject. The matter | Fri 


was ultimately brought to the attention of the Incorporated Law 
Society, and, as no solicitor named G. R. Harrison appeared in the 
Law List for 1884 as practising at 7, Apollo-court, Fleet- street, the 
present p' were instituted. Mr. W te said that what Mr. 
Humphreys would have to prove was that the defendant was the G. R. 
Harrison, the person who wrote the letters. It was emphatically denied 
that the defentant had had anything to do with the matter at all. There 
were a many Harrisons in the world, and his client was not the mn 
referred to. Mr. Y Everett was then called, and spoke to having called at 
the office in Apollo-court, but said he did not see the defendant there. 
In cross-examination by Mr. Woodgate the witness said he never saw the 
defendant in his life before. Another gentleman who was present in court 
was the Mr. Harrison whom he saw at the office. The gentleman referred 
to said that he was Mr. G. W. W. R. Harrison, and was a properly 
qualified solicitor, his name being in the Law List. Detective Taylor 
deposed that he served the summons on the defendant at the chambers of 
his employer, a barrister, in Middle Temple-lane. The defendant said he 
was not G. R. Harrison, but his name was George. Harrison. Police- 
constable Pegram said he had seen the defendant at Apollo-court, but 
never in company with Mr. Whiffin. He had never known the defendant 
as the Mr. Harrison who had the office. In the course of some discussion 
Mr. Humphreys said he was unable to prove the handwriting of the 
letters. Sir Andrew Lusk, in the result, said that the prosecution had 
failed to prove that the defendant had ever professed or pretended to be a 
solicitor, and the case consequently had completely broken down. He 
therefore dismissed the summons, and said that the defendant left the 
court without a stain upon his character. Sir Andrew Lusk granted 
£2 2s. costs. 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
April 13.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Criminal Law Amendment. 


Army (Annual). 
Bill Read a Third Time. 
Liverpool Cathedral, 


April 14.— Bill in Committee, 
Army (Annual) 
Bill Read a Third Time. 
Private Brui.—Fulwood Local Board 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
April 9.—Bills Read a Second Time 
Private Brus.—Auld’s Patent; Newark Markets ‘and Fairs ; Tilbury 


and Gravesend Tunnel Junction Railway (Abandonment). 
Egyptian Loan, 


Bills a a Third Time. 


Parvates Bri1s.—Oswee' 
and Mid-Yorkehire Union } 


rporation) Water; Runcorn Gas; Selby 
a ; y; Skipton and Kettlewell Railway. 


Mr. Dove, who represented | Tu 





April 10. —Bill Read a : Second Time. 
Private Brirt.—Canada North-West Land: Company. 


Bill in Committee. 
Local Anthertiion 9 


of Conferences). 
Private Brus. — Northam 


13. a a enya Time. s 
Railway ; Worcester and Broom Hallway (No. oe 
Bill in Committee. 
Redistribution. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 

Private Buis.—Blackburn Water; Caterham Spring het ge ae. 
stone Water; North Cornwall Railway ; Oxford Corporation W: 
Rickmansworth Water. 

- April 14.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
RIVATE Bri1s.— Direct Railway; Birmingham Electric 
Lighting; London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway. 


Bill in Committee. 
Redistribution. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 

















Date. danyys Cover Asses Geen V. C. Bacon. i Sate 
M Apl. 20 Mr. C Mr. Clowes Mr. Mr. Ward 
Henan Ms gemetm b eres Me Pugh 
Wed.......... 22 Lavie Clowes Pugh Ward 
Thursday.. 23 Pugh Koe Lavie 
Friday ...... 24 Merivale Clowes Pugh Ward 
Saturday .. 25 King Koe Lavie Pemberton 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
CHITTY. NorRTH. PRARSON. 
Monday, Apl. .. 20 Mr. Jackson Mr. Mr. Farrer 
aa eee . QL Carrington iinivale ee 
baer a oa = Jackson = Farrer 
day oo 24 Jackson = Farrer 
ON Re 25 Carringtor Merivale aa ee 


EASTER SITTINGS, 1885. 











COURT OF APPEAL. Thuredy...-14 a 1 6s atte 
ree if required 
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tAdmnivaly)es and srom the Londen Bank- 4 App. motns, ex 
ruptey Court apps. from ordre 
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App. motns, ex pte—orgnl & also apps. from the 
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Tues, April 14 {made on interlocutory mots | Thurs........ a the Q.B. Final 
ST geen pe 
Wetnesday ‘ius @ B. Fnal “wi be wa lays & be ep. 
hursdy 
& apps from QB 
Friday w+oe17 | Binal List if neceamany 
Bibs caescenee f Final qt. 
Moaday.-.-30 t APP* prt sh as Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
Tuesday....21 Chancery, Divoree, and 
App. mots. ex pte—@rgl. | Admiralty Divisions (Probate and Di- 
mots.—and apps, from ords voree), and the County Palatine and 
Wednesday 22 — on pom Stannaries Courts. 
list if required. canes ws 
Thursday ..23 | TRE" ae eee Se CS week aon oe 
Friday . j Bier apo seal List eit if uecessary = "4 \eep tint) and apps. from 
sect Ehage m the QB. Fin | weinelSe 
Tues., .... Thareday ..1 
App. mneten 4% weeel?( Apps from the Chancery 
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Wednesday 29 / made on interlocutory mots | Monday .. 
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Friday, May 1{ Pel eee a (Seat 
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Monday .... fete Soe » e034 Apps trem the Chancery 
Tuesday... od General List 
Amy ue mots. ex Re : 
Wed ...... 6) made on interlocutory mota a Ave. a. one 
fs ABS sequined. _ Wednesday 29 made on Staclocetary wees 
from Final and apps. 
Thuraedy » ae ‘. 7. re e ee ea iteegeeed 
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Friday .... 8 Pinel Deeif aeemary | Eeday, Way t from the Chaneery 
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ws Sots on teeelsonrery mene 
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Baten 22. 9 ¢ApPS from the Chancery 
Monday... 11 ( General List 
Tuoesday....12 
App. mots, ex pte—orgl. 
mots.—and apps. from 
Wednesday 13¢ orders made on interlocu- 
tory mots. (sep list) & apps 
from general list if required 
Thursday ..1 


Friday ....15 
Apps from the Chancery 
Bat ....00016 General List 


Monday ....18 
Tuesday....19 
App. mots, ex pte—orgl 
motns. — apps. from ords 
Wednesday 20< made on interlocutory mots 
(sep list) and apps from 
general list if required. 
Thursday ..21 } Apps from the Chancery 
Friday ....22§ General List 
N.B.— Petitions (if any) are taken 
in Appeal et If. on every Saturday at 
halt-past ten daring the sittings. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Court, I. 
V.C. Sin JAMES BACON. 
be & " 
a — -Mtns, adj sumns & gen pa 
Thurs ..-..16 ; General paper. 


Friday .... 

Seruracy -o18., Pins, sht causes, & gen pa. 

Mond. ....20 

—— ~ Sant General paper. 

Thursday ..23 

Friday, ....24..Motns. aj. sams. & gen pa 
-0ee25..Pets., sht. caus., & gen. pa 

Mon, «20-37 


Wed 7 239 ¢ General paper. 


Fg ag hs as 

“ jj sms & gen pa. 
creche 2...Pets., st. caus. & gen. pa. 
Monday .... 4 


Tuesday.... 5 

Wednesday 6 ¢ 9°°F#! Paper. 

Thursday ... 7 

Fri eee 8... Mots. adj. sumns. & gen. pa 
ee 9... Pets. aht. causes, & gen. pa 


Thursday ...14 
Friday ....15..Mots. adj sumns, & gen pa 
Satarday oases sht causes & gen pa 
Wed. 2.20 { General paper. 
Thurs ....21 se, on 
pets, sht causes, adj 

Friday eee? | Minas oad won eo = 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 


ee enna, and 
the necessary papers must be in court 
with the judge’s officer the day before the 
cause is to be put into the paper. 


Chancery Court, IV. 
Ma. Justice KAY. 
2 eh -ee adj smns, & gen. pa, 
ban appl { General paper. 
Friday ....17..Sitting in chambers 
ee 15 § Sht caus, pets, adj suns, & 


(gen. ps 
Mon. ...++.20 
Tuesday 


Wet,, seen 6 
Tharsday 


oo 7.-Mots. a4j eums, & gen. 
Friday .... %.. Sitting in chambers ” 


1 & gen. 
Monday -.+-11 | 
Tuesday....12 | General paper 
Ww. iss 


Toarséay ..14..Mtns. , . 
Friday y o16., itting t couse 


Satardy,....16 ‘comm pes, aj sams, 


Monday,... 1% 
Fosetey «195 SATA! paper. 
Wet. ee - Pitting in chambers 


Thareiay oo21, Motns. adj sums, & gen. pa 








Sht caus, pets, adj sumns, 

& gen pa 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary papers must be 
left in court with the judge’s officer the 
day before the cause is to be put into the 
paper. 


Friday ....22 


Chancery Court, ITI. 
Mr. Justice CHITTY. 
Tues, April 14..Motns. & non-wit list 
be 7 18} Causes, non wit list 


Friday ....17 = continued & non wit 
Pets., sht. caus., adj. sums 
Saterseoee +18 { (Procedare), & non wit list 
MON, ..0+00++e20.. Fut cons & non wit list 
Tuesday ..21 
Wedns. ....22 > Causes, non wit list 
Thursd ...-23 Fes 
Friday ....24..Mots. oo wit = 
Pets., sht. caus. adj, sums, 
Saturday ..25 (Procedure), & non wit list 
Monday....27..Far cons & non wit list 
TUOS.s sconce 28 
Wednesday 29 } Causes with wits 
Thursday .. 
Friday, May ne he non wit list 
ets, sht. caus, adj. sumns 
Saturdy ---» 2 (Procedure), & non witlist 
Mon. ....-. 4..Far cons & non wit list 
Tuesday... 5 
Wednsday.. 6 > Causes with wits 
Tharsday .. 7 
Friday ..- 8..Mns and non wits list 
Sat 9 Pets, sht. caus, a4j sumns, 
ee (Procedare), & non wit list 
Monday ....11...Far cons & non wits list 
Tuesdy,...12} 
Wednesday 13 > Causes with wits 
Thursday...14 
Friday, ..- 7. & non wit list 
‘ets, sht. caus, adj, sumns 
Saturdy,...+16 { (Procedure) andnoa wit list 
Monday....18..Far cons & non wit list 
Tuesday ...19 
Wed, ....--20 > Causes, non wit list 
Thars, ....21 a 
Friday «-.-8 | Mote emaining pote, and 
Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause isto be put in 
the paper. 


Chancery Court, II. 
Ma. Justice NORTH, 
Tues, April 14. 
Wedn y 15 
Tharsdy..-.16 >General Paper. 
Friday ....17 
Saturday ..18 
Monday...... 20° 
Tuesdy, .-.+21 
oe we General paper, 
Friday ....24 
Saturday ..25 


Thursday ..30 General paper 


Thar ... soel4 General paper. 


Tharsday ..21 


Wed. oo... "20 cers paper. 
Friday ....22 


Lord Chancellor’s Court, 
Mx, Justice PEARSON. 
Tues, April 14. .Motions 
Wednesday 15 
Tharsdy....16 7 General paper 
os as” o - 
ity ++ -# 00-01%, Shit, Caus, pete, -samns 
ed ae ‘ ome 
aesday ..21 
w Saostey aren paper. 
Thursday .,24 
Priday ...-%4...Motos, & aj. sam, 
Saturday ..25..Ght. caus, pets. adj. sumone, 








Mond ....0.27 Friday ....15..Motos. &adj, sums. 


DesSeg  coccee 28 Saturday ..16..Sht. caus., pets. . Sums 

Wed aeeudd General paper. Monday ....18 hanes 
ursday .. Tuesday....19 

Friday, May 1 .Mots, & adj. sumas Wed. ......20 General paper. 

Saturday .. 2..Snt. caus, pets.adj.sumas. | Thursday ..21 


MOD, ..c000 4 


wants § General paper. 


Thursday .. 7 

Friday....-+ 8..Motns, & adj. sums. 

Sat., ....00... 9.«S8ht. caus., petns, adj, sums 
Tuesdy,-- at General paper. 


Thurad ...0l4 


Friday ....22,.,.Motions 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause-book 
at least one clear day before the same can 
be put in the paperto be so heard, and 
the necessary papers must be left in cours 
with the judge's officer the day before the 
cause is to be put in the paper. 





COURT OF APPEAL. 

; EASTER SITTINGS, 1885. 

Appeals from the Chancery Division, the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division (Probate and Divorce), and the Palatine and Stanna-ies Coaris will be 
taken, as usual, during the present Sittings in Appeal Court II. The Palatine 
Appzals, as they are reached in the General List, are taken on the first Toursday 
in every month. The first day for Palatiae Appeals will be Thursday, May 7. 

Appeals from the Queen's Bench Division, the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division (Admiralty), and also from the Queen’s Bench Division sitting in 
Bankruotcy, will be taken, as usual, during the present Sittings ia App2al Court 
I. Bankruptcy Appeals are taken every Friday, and Admiralty Assessor Appeals 
on special days to be appointed by the cout, of which due notice will be given. 

APPEALS FOR HEARING. 
(Set down to Wednesday, April 8th, inclusive.) 

FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 

For Judgment. 

In re The Capa Breton Co ld & Co’s Acts, sec 65 appl of the Rt HonG A F 
Cavendish Bentinck, MP from refusal of Mr Justice Pearson (ca v Mar 30— 
present Lords Jastices Cotton, Bowen & Fry) 

For Hearing. 
(General List.) 


1883. 

Rust v The Victoria Graving Dock Co app of the Victoria Graving Dock Co. 
from Mr Justice Field for Mr Justice Kay July 25 

Rust v The Victoria Graving Dock Co app of London & St Katharine Dock Co. 
from Mr Justice Field for Mr Justice Kay July 25 

In re The Cornwall Minerals Ky Co & Co’s Act 1867 (claim of New Quay and 
Cornwall Juaction Ry — app of the New Quay &c Co from Mr Justice Kay 
dismissing claim Aug 1 

Hammond v Lord Ashburton appl of Deft from judgt of V C Bacon Nov 19 
Part heard Aprl Present Lords Justices Cotton, Bowen, and Frg (S O witn 
liberty to apply) 1984 


In re W Jones, decd, Jones v Jones app of B Jones Sp eight Mr Justice Fry 
and original motion for leave to amend special case Jan 1 
In re Mason, dec Masonv Cattley app of pit aget ord of Mr Justice Fry 
dated Feb 14, 1883 by ord of Nov 12, 1884 Feb 22 
Wallis v Watson app of pit from jadgt of Mr Justice Denman for Mr Justice 
North Mar 20 
Vint & Ux v Hadspith Viat & Ux v Hadspith & anr apy of plt from judgts 
of Baron Pollock for Mr Jastice Pearson ia both actas April 3 
Ward & ors v Sharp “pp of pits from judgt of Mr Justice North April 10 
In re Taos Price, dec illiams v Jenkins app of pits fromord of Mr Justice 
Pearson on appin to vary Chief Clork’s certifisats Aoril 26 
Wintle vy Ash app of deft T F Ash from judgt of Mr Justice North May 2 
Ia re 8 McClellan, dec McClelland v McCielland app of plts from judgt of Mr 
Justice a | May 7 
In re Bagnall & Sons ld and Co’s Acts app of Liquidator from judgt of Mr 
Justice Chitty on summons May 14 
Grand Junction Canal Proprietors v Regent’s Canal and Docks Ry Co app of 
pits from order of Mr Justics Kay Muay 29 
In re T E Willismson, dec Wiiliamson v Wright appl of pltff from refusal of 
VC Bacon May 31 
In re Rev G H UO Shield, dec Pethybridge v Burrow appl of defts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Pearson June7 
De Mora v Concha (2) CUoacha vy Gruaing Concha v Tayler Concha v Concha 
Coacha v Mannequin (2) appl of defts J J de la Concha and Felicia Gillett 
‘ rom order of V C Bacon June lt 
Western, Bart v Marks and ors Western, Bart v Marks Gilbert v Woodley 
spp aoe Gilbert and anr, Trustees in Bankraptey, from order of VC Bacon 
ane 
Bradford v Young Inre Falconer’s Trusts appl of deft H Thornten from Mr 
Justice Pearson Jane 14 
In re G Bartlett, dec Newman v Hook appl of deft Betsy Millard extrix of G 
Millard from judgt of Mr Justice Pearson June 16 
Gliddon v Gliddon appl of pit from jadgt of V C Bacon June 16 
ln re a Contract for sale of real estate between R Dawes and H Wood (as agent of 
J Goldsmid and ors and V and P Act) appl of Sir J GoMemid and ors from 
order ot V C Bacon June 25 
In re Callaghan, dec Elliott v Lambert appl of deft E C Elliott from order of 
Mr Justice Kay June 25 
Phelps Stokes & Uo v Conumber appl of plt from jadgt of V C Bacon July 12 
In re Trade Mark 4,109, vless 43, registered by Riviere & Co Cogna; and 
London Brandy Merchants sppl of McDowell & Co from order uf Mr Justice 
Pearson June 27 
In re Charles Bonn des Benn v Benn appl of Jas Benn and ors from order of 
Mr Justice Kay Jane 30 
In re Joo Appleton, dec Barber v Tebbit appl of deft J Tebbit from order of 
Mr Jastice Chitty July 1 
Hanter v Caldecott applof defies RJ Garraway and ors frum judgt of Mc Jastice 
Pearson Jyly 3 
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In re Towgood, deo Towgood v Moggridge appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Kay July 3 
Morton v Hallett sppl of deft from judg: of Mr Justice Chitty July 
_—- ea 6 & Cov Kough and anor app of pltsfrom judgt of "Wie Justice 
itty 
Watkin v Gould on ie of pits from judgt of Mr Justice Pearson July 7 
lo a Rowing, tons ri Hatherley v Danning app of pit from order of Mr Justice 
uly 


In re Felgate, au infant, by W Felgate, his next Friend app of Infant by next 
Friend from order of V C Bacon July 11 

lao re Hubback, deod, International Marine ha Co, lind v Hawes and 
anr app of defts from refusal of V C Bacon 

Gaady v Gandy "Gornfordy tlt Gandy from j of V C Bacon Jul dl 

In re Watts, decd, Cornford v Elliott app ot pit from judgt of Mr Justice 
son on special case July 1 

Fray v Jones app of pit i refusal of Mr Justice Chitty July 17 

Washbourne and Moen Manufacturing Co v Patterson app of deft from judgt of 
VC Bacon July 18 

Ia ye A dood Gorsuch v Howden app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice 

earson 

To re Com Jeol, Norton and Eccles v Com ton of deft W M Compton 
from po ge Mr Justice Pearson July 19 7 piel , 

Mandy v Morrish app of - from judgt of Mr Jastice Pearson July 19 

ia re F H Jackson andG B Jackson and ors, Charlton v Charlton app of deft 
E C Charlton and ors from order of Mr Justice Pearson July 21 

Webb v Smith and Goldsmith app of pit from order of V C Bacon on Chief 
Clerk’s certificate July 25 

Cradock v Rogers app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice North July 25 

Ia part he decd, Olive vy Westerman app of defts from order of Mr 5 astice Kay 


Pm v en appl of deft from judgt of V C Bacon July 30 

In re Knatchbu'l’s Estate and The Settled Land Act 1882 omiat Sir Wyndham 
Knatohbull, Bart from order of Mr Justice Pearson vB 3L (to be advanced 
and come into paper on 2nd day of Easter Sittings by order 

sr v ‘the Whitechapel Board of Works appl of deft from judgt of V C 

acon Aug 1 

Ia re R W Anderson’s application to register a Trade Mark, No 26,385, and T M 

Acts 1873-76 appl of & W Anderson from refusal of Mr Justice Chitty 


Aug 5 
In re — dec Mellor vy Swire appl of Edwin Storer from order of V C Bacon 


Io alban, de Brinton v Lulham appl of plts from order of Mr Justice 
Au 

In re Y Matthows, dec Matthews v Matthews app of pit from judgt of V C 
Bacon Aug 8 

In re Harrington, dec Halstead vy Cowen app of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Kay on far con and summons to vary Aug 

In re The Norwich Equitable Fire Asece Co and Co’s Acts (Brasnett’s claim) 
appl of Chas Brasnett from judgt of V C Bacon Aug 9 

In re Toe Anglo-Indian and Colonial Industrial and Commercial Institution 1d 
on * “¢ s Acts “pp of The Co from order of V U Bacon directing Co to be 


Deight. v v Guinpbell Sievier vCampbell app of deft Wm Batts from order of V C 

acon Aug 1 

(Divorce) Emma Cleaver, petr, v Frederick Cleaver, reapt ip? of respt from 
decree of Sir James Hannen in divorce made absolute Aug 12 

Laweon v Vacuum Brake Co id app of plt from refusal of ¥ C Bacon to post- 
pone trial of action Aug 13 Lawson v Vacuum Brake Cold app of pit 
from judgt of VC Bacon Ang 13 

The Colonial Bank v Whinney app of plt from judgt of V C Bacon Aug 18 

lo re Jordan, decd, Kino v Picard app of deft R J Jordan from order of Mr 
Justice Pearson Aug 20 

In re G Brown, decd, Brown v Brown app of defte J E Brown and aur from order 
of V C Bacon Aug 20 

In1eC H Glascodine and F J Carlyle, Solicitors app of The Swansea Dry Docks, 
&c, Co, limd from order of V C Bacon for taxation Aug 20 

B rridge v Pease, Bart app of defte Sir J W Pease and ors from order of Mr Jus- 
tice Chitty on fur con Aug 20 

In re Ellis, deod, Ellis vy Helmore app of defts from order of V C Bacon Aug 20 

Heverbeak v Frodsham app of petmrs from refusal of Mr Justice Pearson 

Io ne +) Needham, deod, Robinson v Needham app of pits from V C Bacon Aug 


is s Taylor’s Settlement and Coorenening, &c, Act, 1851 app of H Taylor and 
anr from order of V C Bacon “= 

tn re W Fowler, deod, Coleman v Wireman app Sof defts F C Fowler and anr 
from order of Mr Justice Kay Aug 23 

In re Richardson, dec Richardson v Hobson ap ae * te } Hobson from 
order of V C Bacon and notice of contention by 

Ia re a Contract between W S Porta! and ancy | Lamb and ¥ ‘ad P Aot 1874 
app: of W S Portal and ors from order of Mr Justice Ka: ona 

In a Hopkins oo v Hopkins app of the Rev F P Phillips from order 

pt 
Have Olliver app of defte J O Vallance and anr from judgt of VC Bacon 


In re hades, dec Druitt v Mayo app of defteand M J Druitt from order of 
Mr Justice Pearson on far conson Sept 12 
Bradford v Y¥ In re Falooner’s will and pons 1l Vic c 96 app of H 
Thornton from judgt of Mr Justice Pearson Oct 1 
Ia re The Universal Fire Inscs Co 1d & Co's Acts “upp of Alfred Good (late 
official moa m order of Mr Justive Kay Nov 
vice No _ t app of defte Sikes and Hall from judgt of Mr Justice 
ov 
a abe Dunn, dec Jordan v Jordan app of plt from order of Mr Jastice 
ay ovl 
West London Commercial Bank, 1d v The Reliance Permanent Bldg Soo app of 
defte om a peat of in tof VC Bacon Nov 18 


re a Con eo of Land situate at Woking Surrey, between Thomas 


Jubnson okey and Charles D Tustin (purchaser) and ok P Act 1874 
upp of purchaser from decision of Mr Justice Pearson as to coats Nov 19 

In re The B Rocking Bar Fire Syndicate ld & Co's Acts ex pte Edward Kensing- 
ton app of Edward Konsiogton from refusal of Mr Justice Kay Nov 2) 





“‘e orbs ‘Se yen “ache Watson and of Sie 
ssa! Vv ors 

of Mr Jastice Kay Nov 26 , wet pt 
(Probate) In re The Goode of Zohn Hill Morgan, de Elizabeth Goulstone v 
E F Wood (J Green and ors interveners) 5 Caroline Tilly and Mary 
Shain & Rent Janet of Sie. Sepa en Ore 29, pronouaciag for validity 


Same v Same app of J Green and Herbert H W James from same jadgt 


Dec 

Colas v ey oy app of pit from j of Mr Jastice North Deo 4 

(Divorce) putt wed APT ‘orce, respt app of petr Maria Esther Da 
jodioial spans indet of + hy af Justice Batt, dated Nov 19, dismissing petn for 

Pill 7 ies of {from jt of Mr Santioe Kay Dec 5 

Local Board of RRP of the District of Witham, C unty of sree + Oe Der 
W M Oliver app ot pit from order of Mr Justi Pearson Dec 1 

The Capital and Counties ld v Gerusai app of pits from jedgt of Me 
Justice Field for Mr. Justice Chitty Deo 16 

In rea Contract, dated June 23, 1884, between Maria Glenton and Godfrey 
Samuel Saunders (vendors) and Joho ‘Fielder Haden ( ery and V and P 
Act, 1874, 37 & 38 Vict c 78 app of purchaser from of V C Bacon Dec 17 

Hyde v Edmunds apo of defts from order of Mr Justice Kay Dec 17 

Edweris v Dennis app of deft from jadgt of Mr Justice A L Smith for V C 
Bacon Dec 18 

In re C Roberta, dec Tarleton v Braton app of RC Tarleton, spinster, by next 
—— d (having libeity to attend) from order of Mr Jastice Pearson on fur con 


Inn rents > Asbitration between John Sharman, John Badoock Harris, and Gavin 
Brown Clark, and in re 9 & 10 Will 3, an Act for determining disputes by 
——. aa G B Clark from order of Mr Justice Kay setting aside 
aw 

Mac Dougall v Knight app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice North Dec 23 

In re a Contract for Sale of Real Estate made between Peter Paget (official 
assignee, &c) and William Frederick Williams, of Bucliog'on bldes, Kexect at, 
and Vand P Act, 1874 ae from order of Mr Justice 
Chitty Dec 23 


Hoge + Batten app of defta F T King and ar, by next friend, from V C Bacon 


Ia re United Stock Bete Go E.G Ove Sete app of petar R S Agnew from 
refasal of Mr Justice Pearson Jan 8 

Ia rea Contract for the Sale of Premises, No 9 Gt James st, Bedford row, dated 
Jane 16, 1834 between meg welhpte ge 5" vendor & F B Walter, purchaser app 
¢ ay =! pana ty A of 7 Kode (having liberty to 

In re George Bell, dec v en app 

attend) from ord of Mr Justice Kay on far oon, Jan 12 

Ayling v Mercer app of deft J GS Meller from judgt of VC Bion Jan 14 

as Last ame ge, dec Cave v George app of pit from jadgt of Mr Justica 
a an 1 

Cooper v Foster, Porter & Oo app of pit from jadgt of VC Bacon Jan 15 

Ingold v Powell te ee ee ear eae k Jan 16 

In re H Games, di endall app of defts from ord of Mr Justice 
Kay Jax 17 

Hollway v Rolleston app of plts from ord of Mr Justice Kay varying C C 
certificate Jaa 24 

an Porter & Co v Ccopar app of pltfs from part of judgt of V C Bacon 


In re the Norwich Equitable Fire Inece Co & Co's s Acts app of W A Miller from 
ord of V C Bacon Jan 29 

In re the Clitheroe Estate settled by the will of the Dake of Buccleugh and 
Qemteny SSS 28, ee app of Hon J A D Horne & ors from order of 
V C Bacon on Jan 29 

In re Joseph Mitchell, dec ae vy Eee Lap ae es aoe eer et os 


re Ann aan, & In re F SC Whelan deo 
Whelan v Burne opp of pit from ju of Mr Justice Kay Jan 30 
Parish v Poole H v Parish app of defts W F Poole & ors from part of 
Tie Gated Ry & Betas Co Md v Mowatt, and In re the Con Act, 1881 
ne Mi ‘o ld v Mowatt, re veyancing 
G4 & 45 Vier oA), and In 19 an Mortgage between Lake & ors, and 
n re an Agreement between H Spain & ors app of deft F Mowatt from order 
of Mr Justice Pearson .Feb 5 
ia se  Tagten O en oe app of W P Tayler and anr from order of 
ustice 
tare AF ED Willaney, de Andrew v Williames (claim of Williames & aur 
Se (aeeenere wry eet ah OE Howell trom order of Mr Justice Kay 
Feb 9 
a ee en Pa‘ents Preliminary Co and Co’s Acts app of petitioner 
Perkins from V C Bacon Feb 9 


(Zo be continued.) 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND 
ADMIRALTY (ADMIRALTY) DIVISION, 
For J 

The Official Liquidators of the Blackburn and District Benefit Building Soo v 
Cunliffe, Brookes, & Co app of dfte from judgment of the Vice-Chancellor of 
the County Palatine of Lancaster (c a v Feb 21—present Master of Roils aad 
Lords Justices Cotton and Lindley) 

The Gas Light & Coke Co v The Vestry of St Abbotts, Kensington ope 
of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Lord Chief Sir James Hannena and Lord 

Tne Qaven ey illman (Q B Crown Side) app of Whitfield and aar (J 


1884. 
Land & Finance Corporation ld v Roohfort Tomlingea » Land & Finance Cor- 





poration |d app of pits from Ne Justice Grove diceoting entry of jedgment ter 
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Tomlinson after trial of interpleader issue (transferred from Interlocutory List 
and advanced for hearing by yy 

Carlton v Bowcock & amr app of from jndgt of Mr Justice Cave at trial 
without jury at Manchester July 30 (part h March 5—present Master of 
Rolls and Lords Justices Lindley and Bowen) 

Tate & Sons v Hyslop app of pit from Justices Day and A L Smith setting 
aside verdict and judgment and giving judgt for deft—action tried in London 
by Mr Justice Manisty Apr 5 

Eshelby v Cooke i app of plt from judgt of Lord Justice Baggallay at 


tanateld v 

Ss v The Yeadon Local Board app of plt from judgt of Baron Huddle- 
ston at trial in Middlesex Oct 23 

Sheffield v Heath app of plt from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice at trial in 
Middlesex Oct 29 

Hinde v Osborne, Garrett & Co app of defts from judgt of Baron Huddleston 
at trial at Birmingham Nov 6 

Japp v Powell yO pit from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew at trial in Middlesex 
without a jury Nov 8 

Stevens . ~ aes app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Grove at trial at Swan- 
sea No7z 

J B Grébert-Borgnis v J M and W Nugent app of defts from judgment of Mr 
Justice Denman at trial in Middlesex without ; lor Nov il ,. 

i ~ 7 = app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Cave at trial in Middlesex 

ov 

Chancery action transferred to Q B Division Rossy Ashwin app of deft from 

wan of Mr Justice Mathew at trial in Middlesex without ajury Nov 12 
ebb v The Streatham Hill and General Estates Development Co, ld app of 

Wish og | judgt of mph pong at trial Nov 17 

itv app eft from judgt of Mr Justice hen at trial in 

MiddJevex Nov 20 (SO till April 20 by order) ie 

Schwartz v Lafone (sued as Proprietors of Butler’s Wharf) p of pit from jdgt 
of Mr Justice Denman at in Middlesex without ajury Nov 20 

Huga)l, Widow v McLean (receiver in Chan action for administration of 
Estate of George Gates, dec) app of pit from jdgt of Mr Justice Wills at trial 
in Middlesex with common jury Nov 21 

Hallv Anger app of pit from jdgt of Mr Justice A L Smith at trial in Middle- 
sex withoutajary Nov 25 

Lloyde, Barnetts and Bosanquets’ Banking Cov Wigham app of dft from jdgt 
of Mr Justice A L Smith at trial in Middlesex without a jury Nov 26 

Hermann v Jeuchner app of dft from jdgt of Mr Justice Stephen at trial in 
Midoleeex without a jury Nov 26 

Kekewich v Browne app of dft from jdgt of Mr Justico Mathew at trial in 
Middlesex without a jury Nov 26 

Bissell vy Fox & Co app of dfts from jdgt of Mr Justice Denman at trial in 
Middlesex without a jury Dec 2 

Yeov Dawe app of pltfrom Mr Justice Grove and Baron Huddleston setting 
aside verdict and giving jdgt for dft—action tried by the Lord Chief Justice at 
Exeter Dec 3 

The Great Western Ry Co and The Rhymney Ry Co v The Dowlais Iron Co 
spp of dft Co from jdgt of Justices Day and A L Smith on special case Dec 5 

ri v Hine app of dft from jdgt of Mr Justice Mathew at trial in Middlesex 


Groves, McLean & Cov Volkart Bros app of pit from jdgt of Mr Jastice Lopes 
at trial Dec 9 


Ot vCatchpole app of dft from jdgt of Baron Pollock at trial at York 


Elwell v Jackeon arp of pit from jdgt of Mr Justice Denman at trial Deo 15 
Adams —— app of pit from jdgt of Mr Justice Manisty at trial in Middle- 


Hermann v The Royal Exchange Asece Corpn app of dft from jdgt of Baron 
Huddleston at trial in Middlesex Dec 18 
Craven v Ingham app “fm from jégt of Baron Pollock at trial at York Dec 18 
Joseph Wiggins v Hamilton and ors app of dfts from jdgt of 
r Justice Butt as to costs (without Assessors) Dec 18 
The Queen v The of the Greenwich County Court and R B Scar- 
borough (Q B Crown Side) app of dfte from jdgt of Justices Grove and 
Hawkins Registrar to allow Solicitor to question debtor Deo 19 
Brock and crsv Warmisham spy of dft in person from jdgt of Mr Justice 
Farlow © Puntech’s Patent Ligh Cold f pit fr dgt of Mr Justi 
atlow v 6 Patent ti 0 app of pit from j ° r Justice 
Pg ong peal Th : - et: mgt . ks Co (Q B 
Appeal pper v The t ne Doc t) 
cthagt ie ce" of pe from Justices Grove, Mathew and Day directing entry 
In re an Arbitration between Alice Wadham and ors, Claimants, and the North 
Eastern Ry Co app of The North Eastern Ry Co from Justices Mathew and 
sy giving jigt for Claimants upon special case for £1,550 (in lieu of £650 
amount of a Dec 29 
bton & Co v Nielsen & Co app of dfte from Justices Mathew and Day direct- 
be 7 “og on special case stated by Arbitrator Dec 31 
3 . ¢. 45,8.11 The Guardians of the Poor of Holborn Union v The 
Guardians of the Poor of Chertsey Union (Q.B. Crown Side) app of The 
Chertsey Guardians fiom Justices Hawkins and A. L. Smith reversing order of 
ustices touching settlement of two pauper children Dec 31 
Harris & Dixon v Jacobs, Marcus, & Co app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Mathew at trial in Middlesex without a jury Dec 31 


1885, 
The Queen on the Proseention of William Fredk. Fearn vy The Charnwood Forest 
Q.B. Crown Side) app of pits from judgt of Mr Justice Denman on 
mandamus Jan | 
The Barrow-in-Furness Mutual Ship Insurance Co v Ashburner app of deft 
Px The ai Rasbonge Bhipsice Oc se judgt of M 
v e ta 0} r 
Justice Cave at Jan i a — » 
Queen v Thomas D B Rawlins (Q.B. Crown Side) app of prosecutor from 
= j refusing order for quo warranto Jan 2 
Queen v Herbert Dibben (Q.B. Crown side) app of prosecutor from 
Justices Mathew and Day refusing order for quo warranto Jan 2 
District Registry — v The Widnes Alkali Co, ilmd app of pit 
ustice AL Smith st trial at Liverpool November Assizes 


Fee 
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Newall & Clayton & ors v The Royal Exchange Shipping Co,lmd app of plt 
from j of. Mr Justice Cave after trial Jan 9 

Joseph v Jag app.of deft from judgt of Baron Huddleston at trial at Glou- 
cester Jan 


Robinson and anr v Edwards. app of plts from judgt of Mr Justice Field at trial 
Jan 16 

The Mayor, &c, of Birkenhead vy TheN & N W Ry Co and anr Co app of plts 
from judgt of Justices Mathew and Day on special case Jan 16 

Foakes v an app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice “. .thew at trial in Mid- 
dlesex Jan 2 


an 
Knight and ors v Clarke and ora app of deft W Clarke from judgt of Mr Justice 
Mathew at trial Jan 29 
Matthews v Matthewes app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew at trial in 
Middlesex without a jury Feb 4 ‘ 
Dawson v Fox (validity of bill of sale) app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wills at trial Feb 5 ‘ 
Levy & Co v Merchants’ Marine Ins Co, Imd app of deft from judgt of Mr Jus- 
tice Mathew at trial in Middlesex without a jury Feb 6 
Joseph v Webb and anr app of deft from judgt of Baron Huddleston on fur con 
after trial at Gloucester Assizes Feb 6 
Joseph v Jones app of dft from judgt of Baron Huddleston on fur con after 
trial at Gloucester Assizes Feb 6 : 
Whitmarsh vy Monro app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Denman at trial with 
ajury Feb 6 
Baron Von Bissing v Lazarus app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Grove at 
trial Feb 10 
Harris v Yeowart app of plt from jadgt without cost of Mr Justice Day at trial 
with special jury at Carlisle Feb 12 
Newlude ¥ National Employers’ Accident Assoc 1d (in liquidation) app of plt 
from judgt upon cleim and counter-claim of Mr Justice Lopes at trial at 
Durham Feb 16 
Selous and anr vy Wimbledon Local Board app of plts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Denman at trial Feb 17 5 
Hogg v Brooks app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew at trial Feb 20 
Mason and apr v Ashton Gas Co app of dft Co from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew 
at trial in Middlesex without a jury Feb 20 : 
Lunt (Trustee of Haw a benkreat) v Wilson app of dft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Day at trial at Manchester without a ae! ‘eb 21 
Savage and apr v Great Eastern ay Co app of pits from judgt of Mr Justice 
Mathew at trial at Chelmsford without a jury Feb 21 
Addy and my v English and anr app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Grove at 
trial Feb 24 
Wakefield v Edwards (ejectment) app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew 
at trial in Middlesex without a jury Feb 26 . 
Davies v Campbell and ors app of dfts from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Mr Justice Manisty Feb 26 
Central Bank of London ld v Barneveld and anr (liability on bond given in inter- 
pleader issue) app of pits from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen at trial in Middle- 
sex without a j Feb ’ 
Evans v Clements (trespass and injunction) app of plt from Mr Justice Hawkins 
after trial at Oxford without a jury Feb 26 
Perry and anr (' ing on business a3 G S Bryant & Co) v Barnet app of plt 
from Mr Justice ve at trial without a jury Feb 27 
Serrao v Noel app of dft from Mr Justice Grove at trial Feb 27 
Hennessey & Son v Mayor, &c of Bristol app of pltsfrom judgt of Mr Justice 
Manisty at trial at Bristol Feb 28 
Lambert v Ogden (money lent and paid for deft) app of plt from judgt of Mr 
Justice Cave at Leeds without ajury Feb 28 
Dawson v Moody (Stakeholder’s Interpleader Iesue) app of deft from judgt of 
Mr Justice Day at Manchester without «jury Feb 28 
Philpotts v Hanbury app of plts from judgt of Mr Justice Grove at trial Mar 3 
Bira v Shilcock (breach of contract—dawages) app of deft from Mr Justice 
Stephen at trial in Middlesex without a jury Mar 4 
ind v Savage app of deft from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice at trial 
ar 4 
Halibrook v Sykes app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Cave at trial at Leeds 
without a jury Mar 4 
Poistin v Poirrier app of plt from Justices Grove & Manisty directing entry of 
of judgt for deft with costs Mar 4 
Sailing Ship “ Garston”’ Co v Hickie, Borman & Co app of pltf from jadgt of 
Mr Justice Wills attrial Mar 4 
Assessment Committee of Altrincham Union v Cheshire Lines Committee app 
of plts from the Lord Chief Justice & Mr Justice A L Smith quashing order 
of Sessions for poor rate Mar 4 
The Queen v Rev Brian Christopherson (QB Crown Side) app of prosecutors, 
the assessment committee of Falmouth Union, from the lek Chief Justice & 
Mr Justice A L Smith quashing order of sessions Mar 5 
Roberts, widow v Williams, sheriff of Anglesey “pp of plt from judgt of Mr 
Justice Stephen at trial at Montgomery Assizes 6 
Miles & ors, trustees of Independent Mutual Brethren Friendly Soo v Scotting 
app of Les judgt of Mr Justice Stephen at trial in Midalesex without a 
jury Mar 
Martin v ‘Tritton & anr app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Lopes at trial Mar 7 
Vaughan & ors v Campbell, Heatly & Co app of defts from judg: of Mr Justice 


Day at trial Mar 11 
of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew at trial 


Vuihamy v Bowron 

without ajury Mar 

Joseph Bull, Sons & Cold vy Wood & Co app of defta from judgt of Mr Justice 

Stephen at trial Mar 11 

Allan v Regent’s Canal City & Docks Ry Co & anr app of pit from Mr Justice 
Mathew at trialin Middx March 13 

West Middiesex Waterworks Cov Jacob Coleman J Coleman v West Middx 
Waterworks Co (Magistrate's case—Q B Crown oo of J Coleman from 

the Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice A L Smith 16 

Nielsen & Son v Wait, James & Co app of pits from judgt of Baron Pollock at 
trial March 18 

W Stewart & Co v Merchant's Marine Insce Co app of dfts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Stephen at trial in Middx March 19 

Horne v Duniop, Bell & Co oP SE Sie Sym Tentlony Grove and Manlsty Cinect - 

fog entry of judgment for plt March 21 





(Zo be continued.) 
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7. In re Candy, Cundy vy Cundy mfj _—| Attorney Gen v Braithwaite to proceed 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. eens Teadetn ent fee ee teens teen 
CHANCERY DIVISION. Crozier v Dowsett m fj In re Conolly, Conolly ¥ 


Eastze S1ttines, 1885. 
Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to Wednesday, April 8th, inclusive.) 
Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the usual days, as stated 


in the Easter Sittings Paper. 


aper 

Causes with and without Witnesses will be taken by Vice-Chancellor Bacon on 
the usual Cause days in the order as they stand in the Cause Book. 

Mr. Justice Kay will take Witness Causes on the ordinary Cause days until 
farther order; his Lordship will sit in Chambers on every Friday during the 
Sittings, except on Wednesday instead of Friday in the last week. 

Mr. Justice Chitty will take Witness Causes on the following days, viz. :—April 
98. 29, and 30; May 5, 6, and 7; and May 12, 13, and 14. 

Mr. Justice Pearson will take Witness Causes on days to be named by his 
leciship at the commencement of the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice North will take Witnesses Causes every day, in the order as they 


stand in the Cause Book. 


Adjourned Summonses will be taken as follows:—Vice-Chancellor Bacon, on 
Fridays and Saturdays; Mr. Justice Kay, on Thursdays and Saturdays; Mr. 
Justice Chitty, with Non- Witness Actions. 

N.B.—Mr. Justice Pearson will take Adjourned Summonses as follows :—Cl 


1, with Motions, on Fridays; Classes I 


Class TV., on Frida: 


jase 
I. and III., in the Non-Witness List ; 
and Saturdays. For description of each Class see notice 


issued by his Lordship’s Chief Clerks, dated May 1. 

By Order of 2nd April the remainder of the Causes transferred by Order of 9th 
March to Mr. Justice Field were re-transferred to Mr. Justice Chitty, and will be 
found restored to his Lordship’s List of Witness Actions. The re-tranefer to Mr 
Justice Chitty joy the exception of a part heard case) includes all the Actions 


transferred by 
may be taken in Mr. Justice Chi 


first Order, so that any necessary proceed in Chambers 
*s Chambers. . ings 


By Order of 24th March the following 65 Chancery Causes were transferred to 
the Queen’s Bench Division, viz. :—15 from Vice-Chancellor Bacon, 8 from Mr. 
Justice Kay, 30 from Mr. Justice Chitty, and 12 from Mr. Justice North. These 
Causes will be found included in the Queen’s Bench Non-J ay List, and inquiry 


should be made of the Associates’ Department as to time of 


Before Vice-Chancellor Bacon. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses and 
without witnesses). 

Blackburn v Swire 9 of law 


Winter v Ind Coope & Co act wits (not 
before Mar 15) 
In re Meyrick Hartman, Gilbert v 


Lowndes act (Trinity) 

In re Watkins Watkins v Williams 
act wits 

In re Watkins Watkins v Williams 


act wits 
Smith v Count Gustave Batthyany act 


wits 

In re McWilliam, McWilliam v Wilson 
act wits 

Enthoven v Mozley act wits 

In re Bourne, Bourne v May sp c 

Mills v Pennington act 

Haslam v Watson act 

North v Bathurst act 

Knowles. v Bradford Old Bankld act 
wits 


Transferred from Mr Justice Pearson 
pursuant to order dated 25 Aug 1884 

Pike v Webster Harrison v Pike 
act wits 

Day v Day _act wits 

Stapleton v Wilson act wits 

In re Firmin Firmin v Firmia act wits 

Hon A Egerton MP v Earl of Ellesmere 
act & m fj 

Power v Parker act wits 

Inre R Rymill In reJ W Rynfll L 
K Herbert v R ll act wits 

In re Plant Clark v Tabraham act 

Wigfield vy Wells act wits 

ME Smith v KR T Smith act wits (Ap 16) 

Brown, Janson & Co v Alston act & 
m fj wits 

Daroy v Chatterton act 

Bougioranni v La Societe Generale act 


wits 

National Provincial Bank of England 
Id v Jackson act wits 

Williamson v N Staffordshire Ry Co 
act wits 

Lord Camoys v Mayor &o of Burslem 


act wits 
pues Gee Co ih v Sega act & mfj 
ts 


Western vy Day act wits 

In re Wall, dec Jackson v Bristol & 
West of England Bank 1d Bristol 
&o Bank v Jackson act & m fj wits 

Maud v Lovell act wits 

Tarrant v Taylor act wits 


W v Thomas act wits 
Zellest ¢ B Beesty act wits 
gb Davis v Boydell act & m 





al. 


Robinson v Aldridge m fj 

Church v Stockham act 

Walker v Poole act wits 

White v Goldring act wits 

Bailey v Badham act & mfj wits 

Gray v Harvey act wits 

In re Edwards, Yate v Bluck act wits 

De Caux v Skipper, Teev De Caux act 
& m fj wits 

Macalester v Blake aot 

Mo v Williams act 

Pawley v Bigland act wits 


Flewitt v Walker act wita 
Newb v Ki act wits 
In re Chirm, v Chirm act & 


m fj 
Fullwood v Fallwood act (not before 
May 10) 
In re Hobson, Hobson v Hobson act 
Ashwia v Ashwin aot 


‘| Allbutt v Marcussen act 


Baines v Prideaux act wite 
Whittaker v Strutt aot wits 
In re Readdy, Readdy v Readdy act 
Trevelyan v Trevelyan, Bart act wits 
Wake v Boileau & ors act wits 

End of Transfer. 


Brandon v Owen act wits 

Genese v Bennett act wits 

Snow v Burdett act 

In re Armstrong Pearson v Armstrong 


act wits 
Onward Building Soolety v Pearson act 
In re Colbourn Jones v Edwards act 


wits 
Steers v Ro act 
Springall v Knowles act wit 


Green v Siiverthorne m fj 

Mussett v Dale act 

Smith v Smith act 

Maffaniades v Mi los act 

Nicol v Nicol act wits 

Miles v New Zealand &o Estate Co act 
& m fj wits 

Crisford v Manfield act wits 

Webb v Hamilton m fj 

Curteis v Kenny act sht 

Taylor v Weedon act wits 

O'Brien v Mutton act 

Sauaders v Wake act* 

Ashworth v Marray act wits 

act wits 

Bank of 


Wari & anrv S H Ward &Co act wits 
Calvert v Baxter aot 
In re Blackburn Blackbura v Shaw 


act 
Baron Kinnaird vy Denney aot wits 
Parsons v Selway Selwayv Parsons 
act & m fj 


Shepherd v Mayor, &o, of Norwich act 


wits 
In re Braibury, Grant v Shaw act 
In re Palin, Palin v Brooks further 


Jackson v Needle act wits 
Bedingfield v Phillips act wits 
In re Johnson, Roocroft v Johnson m fj 
Green v Bremner act wits 
Faith v Harper act wits 
Bedding _ re Reynold act wits 
ington v 8 
— v Freenold House, &, Co act 
its 
Saunders v Kent act wits 
Eden, Bart, v Weardale Iron Co, Imd 
act 


Blackburn v Swire act wits 

Fryer v Marsden act wits 

Grant & Co v Unger 

In re Bates, Allen v Viccara act wits 
Nitedals &>0 Cov Elmore act wits 
Carehore v N E Ry Co act wits 
Fleming v Fleming m fj 

Ia re Noyce, Brown v Rigg m fj 
Tonge v Cock act wits 

Howarth v-Lewie act wits 

Reed v Irish act 

Lewis v Bence act 

Bourne v Westr Palace Hotel Co act 


wits 
Bluck v Brown act 
Horner v Gt E Ry Co act wits 
Clarendon Building Soc v Fowler act 
Rust v Davison act wits 
Barker v Parvis act & m fj wits 
Phelps v Richards act wits ~ 
In re Wain, Wain-v Lovett act wits 
In ra Gulliford, Gulliford v Galliford 


m fj 

Tarelli v Rouatree act & m fj 

In re Wilks, In re Grosjean, Grosjean v 
Lawes act wits 

The Benfleet Brick and Tile Co v Jones 
&Co act wits 

Tn re Roberts, Evans v Roberts act 

Croft v Chandler act 

Sawyer v Sage act wits 


Further Considerations. 
In re Williams Williams v Stratton 
far oon 
In re Openshaw, Dackworth v Open- 
shaw far con 
In re Gwynne, Toogood v Williams 


fur con 
In re Lee, Lee vLse fur con & 3 sums 
Io re Browne, Daniel vy Browne far con 
Black v Grove far con 
Meyers v Oldaker fur con 

Iure Jones, Jenkins v Lloyd fur con sht 


Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Nichols, Light v Diment 

In re Bradbury, Carter v Bradbury 

Bromley v Hammond 

In re Briggs, Lloyd v Briggs 

In re Adshead, Cox v Perera 

Lewis v James 

In re Robinson, Glyn v Gibson 

In re Danish Freenold Land Reclama- 
tion Co Id 

In re Abney & Whitworth & V & P 
Act, 1874 

Ia re Courtier, Coles v Courtier 

In re Higgine, Day v Turnell 

In re Natal Coast Lands, W: v 
Elphinstone (not before April 21 

In re Haywai yett v Ivens 

In re Knight, Yeates vy Bone 


McClure v MoCiare 

In re ‘s Settlement and 
Lands Improvement Aot, 1848 

Clover v Wilts & Westera Benefit 

Building Soo 

In re Gyhon, Allen v Taylor 

Vernon, Ewens & Co v Daniel 

Ia re Drake, Bacon v Bray 

Liddell v Newall 

am The Norwich Equitable Fire, &o 





Ia re Borth 
Ia re Hall, Lawrance v Pattock 
In re T E Edwards and Trade Mark 
&o, Act 
Ia re Eddowes, Patch v Eddowes 
Waite v Morland (appln of infant deft) 
Same v Same of guardian) 
In re Griffitao, Morgan v Jones 
v James 
In re Macdonald. Do # v Stewart 
in re Hibeli, Austice v 
De Mora v Concha 
Rushbrooke v Farlay 
In re Travis, O’Sallivan v Young 
In re Jones, Jones v Searle 
Ia re Moore, Moore v Moore 
In re Vean, Venn v Armitage 
In re Chillcott, Chilcott wv C hilleott 
Ia re Dixon, Dixon v Smith 
In re Brydon, Service v + 
In re Thompson, Tweed v Wilmot 
In re Garres, Garnes v Applin 
In re Westwood & Bailie’s V & P Act 
In re Vron Colliery Co and Co’s Acts 
Meyers v Oldacre 
In re Morris, Salter v Att-Gen 
In re Knight, Pocock v Kaight 
In re Morgan, Taunton v Morgan 
In re J B Rogers’ Electric Light Co & 
Co’s Acts 
In re Blacker and Trustee, &c, Act 


oa. 
Hordern v Faulkner act 1 tial with 


wits, pt hd 


Before Mr. Justice Kay. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses.) 
Bacon v Camphausen act 
In re Trufort, Trafford v Blane act & 


m fj 

In re Stainsby Sta v Stainsby act 
Harper v aggre . 
Young v Mynyadygoneg &e Co act pt 


In re Haddan’s Patent, 1883, No 3,096 


pet 
Jones v Coed Cae Coal Co, ld act & sms 
Turnock v Sartoris act 
Ia re Smith, Smith vy Went act 
Hurle v Marshall act 
King v Woodcock act 
Goodman v London & County Bkg Co 

act 
Maydew v Newton act 
Phillipe y Galmoye. 

v act 
Bet moye 


{In re Wilson Wilson v Corbett act 





Le Maitre v Mulkern act 
White v Banner act 
Johnson v Tiley act 
Resp fa remo fx 
unr t Vv 
cipal 


act 
Long v Nat Prov Bank of England ld 
act 


fee Nut Mo Almay Coming 
ore t) v act 
Hallett v Farze aot 


Parker act 
la se Magnal Holmes v Meynell issue 
PIG Oe es act & 




















Glover v Brown issue of fact 

King v Rent Guarantee Soo ld act 
Hoare v Bowyer act & m fj 

Baldock v Serjeant act 

In re M Brown, Brown v Fairbrother, 
adj sum 

5a 0p nis tego v Game adj 

a” * type Market wo Co 

Whitehall &¢ Soc v Harrison act 

Curtis v Hoadley act 

— Biddulph & Cov Carter act & 
m 

Gav keheee act 

Auton v Faulkner act 

ernie. act (restored—head of 
Liet, by ord: 

Ta re Hunter, Mieter v Omnis act 
London & Westmr Loan &c Co v Part- 
ridge act & m fj 

Basheil v Pocock act 
Whitworth vy Peake act 
— Coal, & Cov Plevins 


Red v nf act 
v Wools act 
Hover. lbs v Mason act 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses. 
Karl of Lichfield vy Countes: of Shrews- 
bury point of lew 
Price v Wagstaff, Minett v Price act 
In re Jackson, Wikeley v Jackson act 
Armstrong v Ritherdon act 
In re Redgrave, Briant v Re grave 
m fj sht 
Blount v Fay act & mfj 
Goodliff v Goodliff special case 





"aut Hilles, eat | v Hillas act | 
mf 

{nre roth, _—— vy Wroth mf 
Veley v Cutts a 
In re Bardon, Chandles v Chandless | 


v ‘Trames, Hanbury & Co act 


m fj 


Parther Considerations. 


In re Chrimes, Smith vy Shenton far | 
con & sumns 


In re Hatley, Deards v Putts far con | 
go Waygood, v Green 


In re Davenport, Davenport + Smith | 


5... . Se 
In re Lescroft v Harwood 

far con & sumns | 
es Midwinter v Besment | 
Tn re Corsellis, Lawion v Elwes far con 


Ia re Clack, Ciark v Poeter far om 
re Parley, Gandy v a a 
Bernfather v Barnfather 


Is ve Massias NGibbev Layland fa far con | 
Summonses. 


Be mg ty 
en: Daley v BSdieten is 
a Solicitor, &e 


, 


Hawilton 
So s0 Ete, Jones v Blake (2) } 
Casruthers | 


th 


ie British Envelope Manufctng Co 
ld & Co's Acts | 


Carter + Sari 

in re Jordans, New v Eclton i 
In re Cragg, v Grewonck 

In re Biandell, el vy Biandell 


Se nee & Foes 
In ve Keith's Settlement 


ve Gunn's Ketete, Dinnery Puller | 
ve March's Eatate, McAleensn + | 


ae nage 7 Cate 


ae 
wah 


ay 
as 
ne 
& 
? 
pe & 
g 
a 


| Darlow v Scratton 


In re — & Co and Law of Prop- 
erty, & A 

In re Tne City Constitutional Club & 
Co’s Acts 


Before Mr. Justice CurTry. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 

Craig v Trimin act 

Beauchamp v Campbell act 

In re Finlay decd Finlay v Clarke act 

In re W Spencer’s appin and T M Act 
adjsumns wits 

Dawson v Phoenix Electric Light & 
Co act 

Smithy L& NW RyCo act 

In re Oxenham, decd Hanson v Puttock 
act (Cross-exam on affits.) 

Wadev Lynn act , 

Taylor v Guardians of the Poor of 
Barnet Union act 

In re Cooke, decd Newland v Cooke 
act 

Sanderson v Laird ri 

Brough v Beavis mf 

In re Burnley dec, Tibbetts v Taylor 


act 

Lister v Norton Bros & Co ld_ act 
(S O Feb 28) 

Lewis v Lewis act 

— v The Friern Barnet Local Bd 


Vallance v Nouvou Mondes Co act and 
counter claim 

In re Stanger d-c, Stumm v Evans 
adj sum with wits by order 


Cacses re-transferred from Mr Justice 
a by Order dated 24th March, 
885. 


Pilley v Land Investment Co act 


| Bennett vy Ashwin act 


Montanini & Co v Bartlett m fj 

| Ruseell v Hygienic and Sanitary Engi- 
neering Co ld act 

Liardet v Hammond Electric Light Co 


act 
| Tuxhill v Shield act 
| Young v Barclay act 
| In re Whitlock dec, Whitlock v Whit- 


lock act 

Haghes v Natt act 

act (S O Trinity) 

London Mortgage & Guarantee Soc id 
v Locke act 

| Newsome v Brownhill act 

| Whetham v Davey act 

Lomas v Accrington Gas &c Co act 


| Craig v Chubb, Chubb v Craig act 


and counterclaim 
In re Linger dec, Linzer v Linger act 
Bedwell v Trower act 
End of Re-transfer. 


In re Christiaasen’s Trade Mark and 
T M Act adj sum (cross-exam on 
affits by order) 

Lewis v Brecon and Merthyr & Ry Co 
act 


Skipwith v Dow act 

ln re Davall, dec vall vy Fowler act 

Rumbold v Parker act 

Proskauer v Siebe act 

| Bitton v Abecasis act 

| Smythies vy Smythies act 

Simkin v Simkin act 
Stops v Johnson act 

ens v Horsley, -- .. Co os 

In re Daubney, cec oraley, Smit 

& Cov Danbney ct transferred 


— VC Bacon Desbacy ¥ Besuitt 


a v Windover act 
Vieary v Stroud act 
Gossett vy West act 


| Perry & Co l4 w Tarnor (trading os 


Turnor & Co) act 

Pickess ¥ Watson act (set down with- 
out pleadings a) 

Bagster v Toms 

| In re G Tidy’s Estate Tidy v Crossley 
a4j sons with wits by order 

In re W J Sennett, dec Sennett v 

Thesis W he 
waltes ¥ (extriz act 

Waayv Sete” fooes inter pleader iseus es 


| Zeoat isgton vy Bennon act 
' f 


v Stanley act 
Wonsbwell v CoA & Bylends act 


| Martia y Hodgson 





Smith v L & 8 W Ry Co & aar Co act 


Non-witness Causes, Adjourned Sum- 

I Ag hee Fs Genl Teeter 

n re Agricu 2 ing 
Co ld adj smns (pt hd—S O April 14) 

In re Sheard, dec Stocker v Sheard act 

In re The Indian, Kingston, and Sand- 
hurst Gold Mining Vo, 14 adj sums 

In re Martin’s Estate Martin v Scott, 
adj sumus 

Hinks v Hinks act 

Penon v Catfield m fj 

Warton v Robinson act 

Hodson v Good act (S O Trinity) 

Ta re Holburne’s Estate Coates v Mac- 
killop adj smne (S O April 20) 

Greenough v Downs act & mf j 

In re J M Chamberl+in’s Estate New- 
son v Matthews adj smns 

Mason v Mason m fj 

Attorney-Gen v Langham act 

In re L Turner's Katate Glenie ter v 
Turner adj smns 

In re J Robinson’s Will & Lands 
Clauses Act adj smns 

In reMA & Thomas’s E-tate 
Solicitor of Treasury v Attoracy-Gen 
adj smns 

E Thompson v Thompson adj smns 

In re G Stokes’s Estate Harnett v 
Stokes adj smns 

Io re Soutbampton Race Fund & 
Trustee Relief Act adj smns 

In re S D C Schunk’s Estate Gallenga 
vSchunk adj sums 

In re M Schunk’s Estate Gallenga v 
Schunk adj smns 

In re D Kode’s Eatate Sandera v 
Hobson (Crace’s claim) adj emns 

Sheppard v Hovell adj smns 

In re Pritchard’s Settlement 
chard v Gilbertson adj smus 

In re Paull adj smns 

Cardigan v Curzon Howe adj smns 
(No. 14) Cardigan v Curzon Howe 
acj smns ee 59) (repairs and im- 
provements 

In re The Merchant Taylors’ Co & The 
North London Ry & City Branca A:t 
(«pp of G E Ry adj emns 

Scuttieh Provident Iostitution v Turner 
act 

Fanshawe v Smith act & m fj 

Rous v Jackson act 

{n re J 8 Ballard dec Lovell Widow v 
Forester act 

Earl of Shrewsbury v Talbot act 

Spencer-Bell v L & SWRyCo adj 


sumns 

Walker v Walker 

In re J Lees, dec, Lees v Lees adj 
sumns 

Farrer v Lacey, Hartland & Co adj 
sums to vary U C certificate 

In re Hollingworth, Hullingworth v 
Hollingworth mtj 

Badia ¥ Plat et) mein 
re Argus Fire Insce Co— ey’s 
claim adj sumns ein 

In re Jelliffe’s Estate, Bailey v Bailey 
adj sumns 

Lewis v Lewis adj sumns 

In re Newing, dec, Laming v Newing 
adj sumns 

=o Ww a Ker’s Estate, Cook v Ker 

\j sum 

In re Holliegbourne Paper Cold adj 
emns 8 O May 4 

In re Aberdare & Plymouth Co (White 
& Sharon’s claim) ad; 

act 


Prit- 


\j sans 

Poole v Charn 

Adkins v Clements act & m fj 

Attorney Gen v Minister & Uburch- 
ae of St James's, Clerkenwell 


iaen re The General Horticultural Co ld 
(Jobn Wills’s Claim) dj emns 

In re Hatch, dec, Hatch v Hatch 
adj sons 

lease v Defriez adj smn 

In re Lambourne, dec, Ewart v Grove 


adj smns 

In re Northern Counties of England 
Fire Ince Co 1d ame emns 

Hall v Hall 

In re Seowdon & Meredith (taxation) 
00} sans 
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In re T W Booker » 4 ; ldiev 
pg Bengal Central woh ged Co act a * Mee gg North Derbyshire "Phillipa = ae 4 P Booker, dec | In re he Oddie 8 Estate, Oddie v Oddie 
Kennard v K mn Banking Uo ae & Sons v M N Inman (sued, &o) 


Inte “ Terrell on oats - 

nm re Photographic Artists’ Co-oper- 

ative Supply Assoc adj swns i 

In re Dake of Marlborough’s Settle. 
ment, Dake of Marlborough v Majori- 

adj smns 

Mowatt v Castle Steel & Iron Works 
Co Id (Landore Siemens Steel Co's 
claim) adj smns 

Thomas v Ravenscroft act 

District Bank of London ld v Hunter 
mfj sht pt hd 

Chapman v Usher act 

Le Blond v Curtis act 

Williams v Dunphy act 

Cocking vMaw mfj sht 

In re J H Brown, solicitor (tax ction) 
adj smne 

In re W Smith, dec, Hathaway v 
Bolter adj smns 

In re W L Turner dec 
Frewio adj sums 

Rogers v Hudson & V & P act adj smn 

In re Holliogbourne —e Co 1d (Wil- 
son’s claim) adj smn 

ef Cartis, don, Dicketts v Sheldon 

sm 

Inre HC 3 Tunnicliffe s Trusts, Thorne- 
will v Tunnicliffe adj smns 

In re Northumberland Avenue Hotel Co 
ld (Sully’s case) adj smns 


Barrett v 


Further Considerations. 

Widdowsen v Milver fur con 

Iu re Aldborough Henniker, dec, Hen- 
niker v Henviker fur coo 

In re Stevenson, dec, Stevenson v 
Stevenson fur con 

In re Hudson, dec, Bell y Hudson fur 
con & emns to vary 

In re Turner, dec, Turner v Spencer fur 


con 

In re Lord Kensington, dec, Bacm v 
Ford fur con on objection of Eliza- 
beth Thomas, a jadgt creditor by ord 
of Mar 10, 1885, & also smns to vary 
certificate 

In re Hodgson, dec, Hodgson v Williams 
fur con & smns to va 

In re Eyton, dec, Bartlett v Charles 
far con 

Stanbury v Mayne fur con 

Sim v Newton fur con & smns to vary 

In re T F Fuggle, dec, Fuggle v Ailen 
far con (adja from chmbrs) 

In re Henry Holmes, dec, Holmes v 
Preston far con (adjd from chmbra) 


Procedure Summon. 
In re Batthyany’s Estate 
Before Mr. Justice Nortu. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Gething v Lewis Merthyr &c Co act 
Lewis Merthyr Co. v Gething act 
In re Matthews Hider v Powell act 
Benham v Irvine act (not before April 


20) 
Raimondi v Gt Western Ry Co 
(Trinity) 


Transferred from Mr Justice Chitty and 
Mr Justice Pearson pursuant to order, 
dated 12th April, 1884 

Bowes v Joicey act 

Earl of Ravensworth v Eden act 

In re Whitham, Whitham v Whitham 
act restored 


act 


Transferred from Mr. Justice Chitty, 
ursuant to Order dated 25th Aug., 


884. 

In re Sutcliffe decd Mitchell vy Sut- 
cliffe act 

5 of Somer v Brenton act 


ae v Arp ad “Bagloton v Bourne act 
lop v Richmond act 

Chines v Baylis act 

Phelips v Baxendale act 

Plantagenet-Huarrison v Hazell act 

Standari Discount Co ld v Brunton, 
ke &Co act 

Gates v Moant act 

In re Harvey, decd Harvey v Lambert 


act 

Walker v James act 

Wheatley vy Silkstone ond Haighmoor 
Coal Co Id and ors § act 
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Traveferred frum Mr. Justics Pesrson, 
— to order, dated 29th Dec., 
884, 
Reid v Reid act 
son v Filinson act 
addell v Tane act 
Barker vIevine act 
Warburton v Crawshaw act 
Johnstone v Karl Spencer act 
Dann v Graddon act 
Manvers v Mew act & m fj 
Walker & Sons v Carr & Sons act 
Hodge v Gillbanks act 
Reedv Digby act April 14 
Waterhouse v Macgregor act 
Chapman v Fielder act 
In re Chapman Hunter v Chapman 


act 
Durant v Philips act 
Dicketts v Eogland act 
Browz v Gourand act 
Inre Owen Breese v Owen act 
v Baker act 
Colley v Baker act 
Black v Companhia Portugueza Navi- 
gacio & ors act 
Stevens v Coles act 
Potter v Potter act 
Samson v Wilson act 
Brown v Cottrill act 
Soden v Ranson act 
Whiteman vy Day act 
Otto v Steel act 
In re Fitton, Fitton v Padwick act 
Holmes’s Marine Life, &c, Assurance, 
Imd v Holmes act 
Buckland v Sadgrove act 
Samuel v Haaeon act 
In re Bourne, Edwards v Travell act 
Tonkin v Hughes act 
Earl of Gainsborough v Watcombe 
Clay, &c, Co act 
Dunning v Earl of Gainsborough act 
Lawrence v Perry & Co, lmd act 
Jude v Hanbury act 
Williams v Nanty Glo, &c, Co act 
The Edison, &c, Co v Woodhouse act 
Fowke v Draycott act 
Law v Roberts act 
In re Johnson, Wagg v Shand act 
Singleton v Preston, Preston v Simk ns 


act 

Pyke v Mackrow act 

Scott v Pape act 

Newbould v Smith act 

In re Risdon, Risdon v Risdon act 

In re East, East v Barrow act 

Power, Bros & Co v London Wharfing, 
&e Co om & motion to vary 
Official Referee’s report 





Before Mr. Justice Pearson. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Ecclesiastical Commesnrs v Pearson act 
(not before April 20) 

Exchange &c. Warehouses ld v Land 
Financiers ld act pt hd 

Lydney and Wigpool [ron Ore Co v Bird 
act 


Ramskill vy Edwards act 
Wood v Lambert act and mota pt hd 
(April 21) 
Croydon v Prudential Loan &c Co motn 
Hounston v Marquis of Sligo 
Mayor of Kidwellyv Morgan Richardson 
King v Mules ac: 
In re Wilson Wilson v Wilson act 
Otto v Steel act re-transferred 
United Telephone Co v Bassano act 
Same v Same act 
Adams v Adams act 
Crisp v Beadon act 
Noad v Leir act 
Torner v Wavish act 
Kerr vy Gandy act 
In re Simone, Cox v Hicks act 
Noskes v Rugg act 
me v Rhodes act 
Walker v Elmslie act 
Tetley v Woodfin act 
Jobneon v Starkey act 
Easton v London & Juint Stock Bk act 
Hancock vy Hancock act 
Payne v Tanner act 
Pooley vy Whetbam act 
Micuiilo vy Alt act 
Tilbury v British Mu'ual Bkg Co cot 
Greenwood v Rameden act 
N aw Co & L& N W Ry Co v Irwell 
ac 


In re Glover, Glover v Glover act 
Spencer vy Ancoate Vale Co act 


Tyler v Hearne act 
Carr v Cumberland, &c Soc act 
White v Warren act 
In re Ealing, Blackham v Stone act 
In re Goodall, Goodall v Goedall act 
Otto v L Sterne & Cold act 
Fielding v Oldham, &a Coal So act 
Harris v Bowling act 
Paterson v Stokoe act 
Snibston Colliery Co v Worstswick 

Colliery Co act 
Blackwood v Dean m f 

v Jay act 

Hays v Carter act 
Sayers v Stone act 
In re Milnes, Milnes v Sherwin act 
Cherry v Grice act 
Robertson v Millett act 
Burlton v Jones act 
Weckrill v Groom act 
Gordon v Hawkes act 
Blaxland v Lazard act 
In re Leeman, Darley v Tennant act 
Cayley v Sandycroft act 
Appleton v Stevenson act 
Fitch v Langley act 
Dadelszen vy Hyde act 
Swansea &c Co v Swansea &> Co act 
Swansea Bank ld v Bath act 
Crompton v Jarratt act 
Jones v Lockyer act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 
and Adjourued Summonses (Classes 
II. and [II.). 

Arnold v Allen act 

Carnochan v Ireland act 

Soeyd v Sneyd act 

Wilson v Barnes act 

In re Marseilles Extension Ry Co &c 
adj sum (appin of J H Smallpage) 

In re Same (appla of Messrs Brandon) 
adj sum 

Sole v Lloyd’s Banking Cold act 

In re Cooper Cooper v Cooper adjd 


smns 
In re Cooper, Busby v Cooper 

Jones v Horkin adjd smns 

In re Upperton, Jones v Cooke a djd 


sumns 

In re Williame, Joseph v Donkins 
adjd smns 

In re Pickard, Turner v Nicholson 


adjd smns 

In re Denton Bannerman v Toosey 
adjd smns 

In re Bancroft, Lees v Marsland »sdjd 


smns 
Ia re Wilkins, Wilkins v Huniphreys 
adjd smps 

Beales v Brown act 

Local Bd, Walthamstow v Jones act 

Grant v Hurst act 

In re Taylor, Cloak v Hammond adjd 
adjd 


smns 
In re Johnson, Blake v Stiebal 
smns 
In re Millett, Millett vy Hawarth adjd 
adjd 


smns 
In re Rogers, Rogers v Rogers 
smns 
Borrow v Fenerhead adjd sums 
In re Young’s Will adjd sums 
In re Miles, Miles v Miles -~ sums 
v Whiteley 


In re Wilson, Birkbeck 
adjd sums 

Johnson v Mellor adjd sums 

In re Rickman, Rickman v Mitchell 
adjd sums 

In re Ashmore, Ashmore v Paley 

Hillyard v Appleyard aot 

Thomas v Dovghty act 

Berlandina v Baker adjd sums 

In re Jackson, Hooper v Lucas adjd 


sus | 
In :e Hawkes, Hawkes v Hawkes adjd 
sums 
Montsgu v Karl of Sandwich m fj 
inne = Brewster v Gardiner wm fj 
short 
In re Andrews, Edwards v Dewar adjd 


sums 
In re Kershaw, Clarkson v Ward adjd 
sums 
In re Frere, Frere v Frere d sums 
In re Shakespear, Deakia v in adjd 


aume 
In re Robio, Robin v Burslam = adjd 


ums 
Smith v Smith mfj (short) 
Perry v Cochrane act 


In re Bellworthy, Bailey v Bailey adjd 
suc g 

In re Cotton’s Will &e adjd sums 

London Land Cold v Hains sc 

Petrie v Oliver mfj 

In re Haggitt, Phillips v Haggitt adjd 


adjd 
adjd 


sums 

In re Spencer, Thomas v Spencer 
sums 

In re George, George v George 
sums 

Evans v Newfoundland Ry Co 


(short) : 
Lea v Cooks m fj Wack 

In re Cooke, Cooke v tson 
Davis v Myatt mfj (short) 
Skilton v Smith m fj 

Delves v Newiogton adjd sums 


Further Considerations. 
In re Dixon, Lathom v Dixon far con 
In re Williams, Dew v Dew fur con & 


sums 

Hallett vy Clarke fur con pt hd 

In re Jones, sticketts v Jones fur con 
& sums 

In re Safe, Safe v Collette fur con 

In re Symonds, Symonds v Symonds 
fur coa & pet 

ee v Earl of Sandwich motn 

or 

In re Fay, Carter v Fay 2nd fur con 

In re Brown, Brown v Broun far con 
& sums 

In re Johnson, Ivens v Wardley fur 


con ‘ 
In re Poller, Poller v P fur con 
In re Ovey, Broadbent v 
Harvey v Croydon Union Rural & 
Autoority fur con 
In re Boyes, Boyes v Cook fur con 
Parker v Reeve fur con 


m fj 


spc 


Class IV.) 
Boswell v Coaks (expte pits): 
Same v Same (expte deft C J Bunyon) 


Further 


3.—Mr. Justice Kay—Witness 
Adjourned 


4.—Mr. Justice Cu1rry— Witness 


6.—Mr. Justice PEAaRson—Witnees 


F 

Justices Mathew and Smith 
Higgins Justice S 

Set down 23rd pote 

Set down 26th August 1884 
Marshal! Justice Grove 
Grove Motion for 
Bulwer, Eeq, Q.C., 

down 25 

MoClymont Justice Manisty 
Justice Hawkine 

« Justion Hawkins 


Long Mr J W Cooper 5 P Price 








Spain v Mowatt act 








Total Causes and Matters for Hearing in the Chancery Division .. 
en 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Eastzr Srrrines, 1885. 
New Trial Paper. 


Werner v Batwell 

In re Mans'l Khodes v Jenkins 
Colvin v 

Same v Same 

Chem: v Varley 
In re Lowe, Smith v Greaves 
In re Hulme 

In re France, Frauce v Clarke 

In re Norris. Allen v Norris 

In re Home Investment Soc & Co’ sActs 
Flemiog v Hardcastle 

De C: v DeC 

Mutual Assce Soc v 


Langley 
In re Gt Western & Portishea ¢Ry Co 
Inve Nelo Bon & Hestings 

re 

In re Hal), Hell v Gall 
In re Horne & Hellerd & V & P Act 
In re Fair Oak Colly Co & Co’s Acts 
In re Meredith, my ge thes | 
In re Gt Western & Portishead Ry Cos 
Lord Petre v Petre 
In re Innes, Innes v Innes 
Witham v Gilshannon 
Same v Same 
In re Hudson, Creed v Henderson 
In re Nichols & Nixey 
In re Lyndon & Traie Marks, &c Act 
Hardaker v Moorhouse 


v Rosas 
In re Hanson, Bird v Grant 
eS 


In re Taylor, Bruton v Brown 
Fleming v Hardcastle 

In re Milee, Miles v Miles 
Cox v Bowring pt hd 


SUMMARY. 


1.—V.C. Bacon—Actions with and without Witnesses... “ es 
Adjourned Suammonees.. ee oe oe es a 
Considerations 


2.—Mr. Justice a ¥ an additional Jaige of the Chanc:ry 
Hordern v Faulkner pthd .. ve -_ = 
Actions 


ee ee ee ee ee 74 


Non-Witness Actions .. ee es os 18 
j Summonses .. ee ee ee 26 
F urther Considerations es es ee *e lz 


Actions ee ee oe .-  @ 
Non-Witnese Actions including Sammonres 74 
Further Considerations 


and Procedure Sums 13 


5.—Mr. Justice NortH— Witness Actions... oe ee ee. Pd 64 70 


Actions ee ee ee : 
Non- Witnees Actions & Suws (Classes2&3 57 
Adjourned Sammonses (Clase 4) 
Farther Consideratioas 


ee . 44 
+. ee ee 15 


‘or Judgment. 
Young and ors v Parish heard before the Lord Chief Justice of England and 


For Argument. 
Set down 12th August 1884 Chester, Lioyd and anr v The Cambrian Ry Co M 


S84 Glamorganshire, David v Howe Justice Grov 
Carnarvon, Watkia, Jones & Co v Rowlands MN 


Set dowa 24th October 1884 Swansea, Evans v Price Mr B Rowlands Justice 
Coats to come on with this Motion 

Ona dowe 200 Cotehen SS Chelmsford, Page v Morgan Mr Murphy J R 
th Ootober 1854 Durham, Norton v Royal Fire & Life Inece Co Mr 
Set down 4th November 1884 Middlesex, Mellies v Cox & King Mr Bigham 
Set down Sth November 1884 Middlesex, Horne v Jones Mr B Rowland: 
Set down 13th Nov 1884 Middlesex, Goodgev Sime Mr Kieoh Justice Haskins 


Set down 17th N ber 1884 County Court of King's Lynaa, Norfolk, Criep ¥ 
wn ovem hag oa 
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Set down 28th Nov 1884 Middlesex, Noah y Owen Mr Murphy Justice Denman 
Motion for judgment to be argued with this motion. 

Set down 28th November 1884 Middlesex, Inderwick v Leech Mr Bremner 
Justice L 

Set down and December 1884 Middlesex, Adams v Coleridge Justice Manisty 

Set down 4th December 1884 Middlesex, Weldon (married woman) v Winslow 
Plaintiff in person Justice Denman 

Set down llth December 1884 Middlesex, Weldon (married woman) v Winslow 

t in person Justice Denman 

Set down 17th December, 1884 Middlesex Chancery Division Alexander v 
Leong Mr Murphy Justice Manisty ?; 

Set a December, 1884 Middlesex Craigie v Dobb Mr Anderson Jus- 

Set down 22nd of December, 1884 Middlesex Breen v Stumore & Co Mr Finlay 
Justice Field 

Set down December 22, 1884 Middlesex Gandy v Gulcher Electric Light, &c, 


Co Mr French Justice Wills 

Set down 22nd December, 1884 Middlesex Grief v Ellis & anr (Laby, 3rd 
party) MrC Dodd Justice Wills 

Set down 23rd December, 1884 Middlesex Bluck v Lovering Mr C Russell 
Justice Manisty 

Set down 5th Jancary, 1885 Middlesex Cooke v Brogden & Co Mr McClymont 


Justice 
ot tn 1885 Middlesex Lascelles & anr v Norris Mr Crans- 


z 


Set down 1 
town Justice W 

Set down 22nd January, 1885 Middlesex Nathan v Lyon Mr Fillan Justice Lopes 

Set down 26th January, 1885 Middlesex Ward v Foster, Hight, & Co Mr Jelf 
Justice Field 

Set down 26th January, 1885 Inquiry before Under-Sheriff Burchell Maskelyne 
v Bishop Mr E Clarke 

Set down January 27,1885 Middlesex Mills vy Temple-West Mr B Rowlands 
Baron H uddleston 


Middkesex, Russell vy Street Mr Hollams Baron 


Newcastle, Forster y Watson &*ors Mr Walton 
Croydon, Sault & Wife v Marcussen Mr Crispe 
A L Smith 
Set down 14th February, 1885 Middlesex, Guttenberg v Bartolloti Mr L Wyld 
Justice Grove 
Cardiff, Griffith & anr v Blake & snr Mr 


Set dewn 16th February 1885 
McIntyre Justice Stephen 

Set down 16th Februsry 1885 Bristol, Heaton v Midland Ry Co Mr Collins 
Baron Pollock 


Set down 17th February 1885 
Set down 19th February 
1885 
ox L Smith 
down 20th February 1535 
Huddlestcn 


Set down Zist February 1935 


Taunton, Lowe v Fox Mr Hopkins Baron 
Middlesex, Arnall v Blain Mr Finlay Justice 
Middlesex, Hart vy Wright Mr Raymond Baron 
“ Manchester, Appleby v Smethurst Mr Addison 


Set down 2ist February 1885 Middlesex, Baldry v Bates Mr Crump Baron 
Huddleston Mction for judgment to be argued with this motion. 
> Zard February 1855 Middlesex, Culmer v North Met Tramways Co 


Kemp Baron Pollock 
Ss February 1855 Newcastle, Levinson & Cov Young Mr Welton 
ustioe 
Newcastle, Lindssy, Gracie & Cov Barter & Co 


ebroary 1885 Norwich, Le Strange v Corptn of King’s Lynn 
> J of England 

ead 1885 Middlesex, Johnson v Swallow Mr Brown 
tt 

ebruary 1655 Derby, Poole vy Ginnett Mr Hextali Justice 


a Smith & Co v Scott C Dodd 
a 3 


g 
i 

5 
if 


ure 
ite! 
ae 


| 


ch 1855 


Justice Lopes 
March 


Liverpool, Beaddy v D’Almeida Mr Gally 


FFP kF 
i 
ied 


18% Carlisle, Armstrong v Milburn Mr Gally Justice Day 
1645 Middlesex, Pati rehall v South ew Me Trams Co 

mm Pollock 

web, 195 Middlesex Vincent v Dey Mr Mann Justice Wills 

March, 1965 Middlesex Seyer vy Hatton Mr B Rowlands Baron 


Mr Grantham L C J of 


re 
Ht 


r 
; 
i 


5, 1965 Igewich Garneys v 
2 See © eee this motion 

5,186 Derby Hollingworth vy Dobeon MrGraham Justice 
5, 1985 Vieminghem BAge vy Boileau & os Mr Graham Justice 
March, 1%45 Middlesex Martin y Welch Mer Finlay Justice 


10, 1995 Nottingham Smith vy Wallis Mr Harris Justice Den- 
fon jatiewrent mn hom 


si 
pe 


to be ergued with thie 
, 1925 Rcttiogham Gaith y Newton Mr Harris J omice Des- 
ee ee yg A day ape P 
mi regory ¥ Wright & enr Justice Denman 
Merch, 1244 "stint Weis v Bebtor4, Clerk & orm Justice 


, 19 ~Wihalewex ~Yauioridgs » Wendell Mr Mcintyre 


te, 1025 Wautogoem Vidher + tulth Jastice Mathew 
Marte, 19h Widdows, Church ¥ haw & sar Mr Murphy 


Si 

Rygtreryey 

THREE BBTY 
nF F 


. 








Set down 13th March 1885 Middlesex, Richards v Co of Proprietors of the W 
Middx Waterworks & H W Newton Mr Castle Baron Huddleston 
Set down 14th March 1885 Middlesex, Gibson v Bassano Mr Willis Justig, 


Stepben 

Set down 16th March 1885 Middlesex, White v Walker Donald & Co % 
Waddy Baron Huddleston 

Set down 17th March 1885 Middlesex, London Tilbury and Southend Ry Cp y 
Kirk &anr Mr Jones Justice Hawkins 

a 17th March 1885 Middlesex, How v Piffard Mr Finlay Justig 
awkins 

Set down 20th March 1885 Nottingham, Procter v Webster Mr E Smith 
Justice Denman 

Set down 23rd March 1885 Middlesex, Neck & anr v Andrews Mr Kem 
Baron Huddleston 

Set — 25th Ma:ch 1885 Middlesex, Grant v Yates Mr Willis Justin 
Hawkins 

o wang —_ March 1885 Middlesex, De Bhabba v Munro Mr Philbrig 
aron Po 

Set down 27th March 1885 Middlesex, Lott v Sugden Mr Grantham Justic, 


Da 

Set , a 2nd April 1886 Middlesex, Shickle & ors vy Lawrence & anr MrB 
Rowlands for dft C E Lawrence Justice Stephen 

Set down 2nd April 1885 Middlesex, a Financiere et Commerciale dy 
Pacifique v Peruvian Guaao Cold MrC Russell Baron Huddleston 

oe oon 2nd April 1886 Middlesex, Hough & Cov Bolton Mr Kemp Bam 

fr) 

Set down 2nd April 1885 Middlesex, Shickle and ors vy Lawrence andanr Siri 

Giffard for dftC N Hoare Justice Stephen 


SPacIAL Paper. 
For Judgment. 

Moorhouse v Linney andanr Thorpe v Linney and anr heard before Justicy 

Grove and Lopes 
‘ For Argument. 

Set down 17th November 1884 Due 25th November 1884 Munton &M Lantie 
v London & South Western Ry Co sp c before two judges 

Sect down 14th February 1885 Due 20th February 1585 J A Wild Vertryod 
St Luke’s v Regent’s Canal City and Dock Co sp « before two judges 

Set down 16th February 1885 Due 24th February 1885 Dollman & P Roomy 
v Dollman and ors sp c before two judges 

Set down 21st February 1885 Due 27th February 1885 Gregory & Co Carrell 
v Lancashire and Yorkshire Accident Insce Co points of law 

Set down 10th March 1885 Due 17th March 1885 G,W Clements The Chim 
Trans-Pacific Steamship Co ld v The Marine Inusce Co ld sp c before tw 


jud 
| Set down 12th March 1885 Due 20th March 1885 AP Jackson Richardson y 


Harrison and anr points of law 
Set down 24th March 1885 Due 2lst April 1885 Municipal Corporation Ad 
1882 Taylor H & Co Futcher v Saunders sp c before two judges 
Set down 26th March 1885 Due 2lst April 1885 Davidson & M Gulober 
Electric Light and Power Co v Norton points of law 


Opposed Motions. 
For Argument. 

Fvans v Price motion for costs to be argued with motion for New Trial No 4 
Noah v Owen motion for judgt to be argued with motion for New Trial Noll 
Adem, Sons & Co v Townend & Co stands over till decision of appeal in bkey 
Gurneys, Alexanders & Co v Reynolds & anr motion for judgt to be argued with 

motion for New Trial No 54 
Pearce v Foster & ore 
In re a Solicitor v Ex parte Incorporated Law Soc not before 16th April 
Maskell v The Inter-Oceanic Steam Yachting Co Id 
Streeter v Puxley & Wife 
Smith v Wallis motion for judgt to be argued with motion for New Trial No # 
Smith vy Newton motion for judgt to be argued with motion for New Trial No # 
Baldry v Bates sued, &c motion for judgt to be argued with motion for New# 

Trial No 41 
Cotton v Beeston Brewery Co 
Brown v 
Miller & anr v Normand 


Pagh v Routl 
Calver v Eyton & anr, trading, &c 
Ashby & Co v Strong, trading, &o 
Vagi Bros v W: 
Trower v Kemble 
Ewen & ors v Ewen 
Quick & Son v The Plymouth, Devonport and District Tramways Co 
K Quick v Same 
Dickinson v The East Hiding Club Racecourse Co, md 
In re KR Furber, « Solicitor 
Loughen v Heathcote 
Tarner v itley 
Crown Parzen, 
For Judgment. 
Middlesex The Queen v H M Postmaster-General Nisei for mandamus 
eppoint Arbitrawrse Ex parteG WRy Co Argued 28th March, 1884 
For Argument, 
Kent The Queen v Justices for the County of Kent Nisi for certiorari for 
order of Sessions Ex Lewis 
Keot Lucas & orsy Whatman Mogistrate’s case 
London Lrightmore vy Mav & ors Mayor's Court Nis to enter judgt for defts 
or new trial Sir T Chambers, Judge 


Met Pol Dist School Board for mv Wood Magistrate's caso 
Sfomersetehire The Queen v eae Union Order of Soasiona Nis to quash 
Ty Le Queen v Guardians of 6t Mary, lelington Order of Sessions 
to ¢ 
Camberlnd Ways v Thomoson Magistrate's case 
on 


t, Volkestone Yarnshaw v White County court Nisi to enter judgt for 

defondent or now tris] HH Judge Belfe 

bumex Weekes v King Mauistrato’s caso 

Glamorgeanshire, Bwansen Vivien v Slocombe & anr County court Nisl to 
outer judgt for detendents or now trial H H Judge Williams 
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Middlesex, Bow Giles vy The Thames Iron ~ &c Co Come Court Nisi 
to enter verdict for defendants or new trial H H Judge Prentice 

Suseex Davis vy Churchwardens & Overseers of the parish of Wincheleea 
Quarter Sessions '$ »ecial case, 12 & 13 Vict. c. 45, a. 11 

Middlesex The Queen v Overseers of All Saints; Poolar Nisi for mandamus to 
oa —_ Supplemental List Expte East & West India Dock Co 

Same The Queen v Overseers of Bromley St Leonard Ditto 
Buckinghamshire, Buckingham Brooks vy London & N W R Fi County Court 
Plaintiff's nisi to set aside order for new trial H H Judge 

London Boundy v Pile Mayor's Court Nisi to enter om-oull Sir T 
Chambers, Judge 

Middlesex, Brompton Hearn v Philips & anr County Court Nisi to enter 
judgment for defendants or new trial H Judge Stonor 

Nottinghamshire, Nottin _— Dunn v Butler & anr County Court Plaintifi’s 

Cumberland,” Whitehaven Gowler ‘Moresby Colliery Co County Court 
m ven wler v y county Co 
Plaintiff's nisi for new trial 

Leicestershire, Leicester ~~ & Son v Dakin County Court Nisi to enter 
non-euit or for new trial Judge Hooper 

pe te a cheng Billington v Cyples Magistrate’s case 

barry Aberystwith Morgan v Jones County Court 

for deft or for new trial H H Judge Williams 
suf I "Farner Seon & os ae Sin ie ili tal ia 
an of don Court enter judgmen 

\ihntent or sw a Domaine 


P To ° ommissioner Kerr, Judge 

on! rganshire Jones v pte Magistrate’s case 

Chesbiee Langley v Churton Magistrate's 

Met Pol Dist Groevebor Bank & Discount Soe v Boaler Magistrate’s case 

‘Westmoreland, Kendal Farrer v Nelson & anr County Court Special case 
Defendant's : appeal H H Judge Ingham 

Somersetshire, Taunton Chapman v Weall County Court D efendant’s nisi 
for new trial F J Smith Eeq Deputy J 

England The Queen v Kempson & ors si for a from enforcing 
order of Railway Commissioners Ex parte Gt Western Ry Co 

Middlesex, Bloomsbury Gt Northern Ry Cov Barber County Court Nisi to 
enter a for Defendant or for new ” trial H H Judge Bacon 

Essex, ester Ennew v Gt Eastern Ry Co County Court Nisi to enter 
judgment for defendants or for new trial 

Carnarv Carnarvon Griffith v Roberts & ors Trustees of Llamberis 
Bldg Soo County Court Plaintiff’s nisi to set aside or vary order of County 
Court Judge or for new trial H H Judge 

Middlesex, Westminster Foreman Bay fi ~_—— County Court Defend- 

ant’s nisi for new trial H H Judge Ba 

Lincolnshire, Boston Moore v Rowley Geclty Court Nisi to enter judgment 
for defendant or for new trial H H Judge Stephen 

appeal ae bang ote NE RyCo Couoty Court Specialcae Dft’s 
ap udge Meyn 

Glamorganshire, Pontypridd. Williams v Morgan County Court Dft’s nisi to 

hear action or for new trial 

Middlesex, Bow Chapman v Nitro-Phosphate &e Cold County Court Nii to 
enter judgt for Dfts or for new trial H H Ju+ge Prentice 

Staffordshire, Wolverhampton Hill & ors v Skidmore & anr County Court 
Special case Dft's appeal H H Judge Griffith 

Leicestershire The Queen vy E H Warner, Esq, & anr. JJ, &c Nissi for certio- 
rari for order of Justices Ex pte Dewick, otherwise Newby 

Devens Barnstaple Williams v Lovering County Court Deft’s nisi for 
new 

Lancashire, Liverpool Parr & ors v Bradbury County Court Nisi to enter 
judgt for deft or for new trial H H Judge Collier 

Yorkshire, W R The Queen v Birstall Board Nisi to quash order of 


Lancashire L & ¥ Ry Co v Whitehead te’s case 

Yorkshire, Halifax In re Mary Pitchforth, (ex pte Guardians of Halifax 
Union) County Court Special case 5 H H Judge Snagge 

Surrey pe AR ta ) Nisi for mandamus to 
hear of G Kemp for summons against J A Miller 

Lincolnshire The Queen v Commissioners for the drainage, &o, of River 
Avcholme Nisi for mandamus to clear navigation Ex pte Davey & anr 

Met Pol Dist Bewes v Wond Magistrate’s case 

Lancashire, Oldham Brierley v Cowen County Court Plaintiff's nisi for new 
teial H H Judge Hutton 

Devonshire Lapthorae & aur v Harvey M 

Suffolk, Ipswich megs AY v Packard & Co ity yi—y Niai to enter judgt 
for defts or for new trial H H Judge Roxburgh 

Surrey — Rural Sanitary Authority v Conservators of River Thames 


Magistrate’s case 
Norfolk, Norwich Kemp vy Berney County Court Special case Deft’s appeal 


HHS udge Price 
Lincolnshire The Queen v Commissioners of Sewers for the bs aeeeennee of 


Kirton and Skirbeck isi for certiorari for order Bx pte GN Ry Co 
(Zo be continued.) 


Nisi to enter 


= —————— 





COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES, 


Jom? Srocx agg teen 
LIMITED Ou 
Britian Nnnorrr Licwr Company, aut, tition for Yinding wp, 
sented April 8, directed f° be heard before Bacon, V.C., pens 
Lime st sq, soliaitor for the petitioners 
cts Age April 


ARDIVY Masonic Civ» Company, es br tmoyt ofan 
Ct at 12, at his Chambers, for the TR idutor 


oP, Gocmman: waned pik ¥ Notion 1 
6, directed Nhe she heart vofore hose » On AY —4 vane 


GARRARD AND COMPANY, LIMITED, « Chit 


‘OHN VERNON Hore aND Company, Luurrep.—By an order made by Bacon, V.C.. 
go the Company be wound up. Wild and Co 
PaTE AND Lauspey Company, LiwtTrep.—Bacon, V.C., has 


——- 
Axed April at 12, at his chambers, for for the appointment of an official liqui- 
[ Gazette, April 14.) 


BISHWELL, COAL AND CORE CoMPANY, dt tggesees, and the partculars ol on or 
Ma to oa nett iliews names and a/idresses, and the of their 
debis or cl aN OG Dab mom” 13, Norfolk st, . Slater and 


Co, Manchester, solicitor {[Gasette, April 14.1 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


One, JOSEPH pam. Victoria we, Hackney. April 27. Onion v Imbert- 
erry, Bacon, Angell and and Co, Gresham st 
[ Gasette, April 3.) 


Dew. GzorGE Peter, Uxbridge rd, Gent. April30. Holland vy Kean, Bacon, 
Cpmen,. London Wall 

Re, * 7 Ely, Draper. May 9. Coe v Corkerton, Pear- 

son, J. Watts, St Ives, Hun’ , 1 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Aqeun. — my een Craven hill, Bayswater. May 30. Lattey and Hart, 
vons. sq, Bish: 
Norwich. 9. and Ladell, Norwich 
SS LypIA, Heigham, Norwich orwi 4 Copeman ~ =. 
Vv 
Cuvuownrm, Wiitam Hamam, King’s College rd, 8t. John’s Wood, Gent. 


April 30. Burton, Blackfriars rd 
Corr, Wuyartr, Monkton Farleigh, Wilts, Carpenter. May 1. Spackman, 


radford on A: 
ae Tibberton, near Droitwich, Worcester. May 1. 


HAM, 
Cc ad Wel ton 
Halt, Wintiaa, Brighton, Cenk in Holy Onder May 15. Upperton.and Bacon, 
Hay, y WirttaM BaNxks, Kingston upon Hull, Doctor of Medicine. Jane 1. 


Thorney, Hull 
“eee Sam Heme Carpenter. ee Sinnott and 


Spoffc istol 

*Golabeng and Langan, West Yee; — e 

s 

ee Ee WHITEHEAD, Babbacombe, Torquay. May & Bart, 
Okehampton J & i. 
ILLER, CHARLOTTE, Vassall Nt May %. alg ee 
Victoria st 

Mitwarp, Mary Anne, Bath. jes. Poole and Co, Chance: 

MoonE, amen Liverpool, Bachelor. July 1 «Whitaker, Lan- 

te: tran 

Nsomorta, Major Huwnr, Princes st, Cavendish sq. April. Tucker and Lake, 
Serle st, Lincoln’s 

pn =>5 Ape New au Lineoln’s inn, Solicitor. June 1. Carlisle, New sq, Lin- 
~ + Francis, Gibraltar, Commercial Clerk. May 11. Gush and 
Co, 5 

RvTs, iv St Abbott’s terrace. April ®. Bowlings and Co, Bssex 


st, Strand 


SEWELL, GEORGE DRaks, Durham villas, Kensington, Esq. June 2t. Allen and 
Son, Cartisie st, Sabo oa 
ee July 1. Whitaker, Lancaster 


pl, 
SHBLDRAKE, ANN, Hadleigh, Suffolk. June 1. wade, Hadleigh 
StATen, HELEN, North Carlton Hall, maa Pere segues end 2 ‘ Lincoln 
SMITH, CATHERINE, Galleywall rd, Bermondsey. May 4. Hodgkinson and 


eeu Eastcheap 
wai VILLE, ELISABETH, Stoke Devonport. May 1. Somerville, Lincoln's inn 


Bowsx, Stoke Devonport, Devon, a Commander RIN. May 
ye amerville, 3 inn felds 
STANTFORTH, THOMAS, Shen - 5 June DW. Voge W amd Co, She@ieNl 
STRDMAN, SaRaw SUSANNAK, May 4. 
SWINDERY, THowas, Waluihamptos’ Pius Phumber, Oorser and Oo, 
« 


Tinsn Paani, Dechinn, Rane, Gund. May 31. Veley and Ounaington, 
a * aegfoor Gronorna Beyrusy, York. May & Wynne and Son, Linceia’s 


Bristol, Gent. June 1, Penseli ead Ox, Rristal 
Wirt, Jans Riten Grove tereane, Tottenham. 


April & Hodgkinsen and Watts. 
[ @uarti, April &) 
Anprew, Tomas Ricitarnsas, Patricroft, Lancaster, Architect. May 1. Jomes, 
Byzor. aan, Coed, Souitats, Sink, Detaben, June aL Shepheand aad Sens 
mae LY Praxons, Oxfonl terrace, Hyde Park, May tT. Peterman aad 
©, ye sine felds 

OMN, Astley, nr Kippax, York, Grocer, May 1, Bitlison aad Bade 

bape, Newpert, ar Madiecheoagh, Yeoman, Apel B. Foye, Wee 


Ae 
> | eons Canton, Oandiit, Millen iy AS AR tt Deak 


1. Vi ng Be 
t | Lore open DRT oath at, Part bone May M1. Baileys and Oo, Ber 
Peart, Magy. 


aon, 





A ctor for the a eare *: eo 
etnonday, April 92, a 
12, at his bers, for the appointimen of an Mothelal auidabor 


awa —" ey SS ES 
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Tempro, EnIzaBETH, Northend, Buckingham. June 1. Hedges and Co, Wal- 


VoELCKER, JOHN CHRISTOPHER AUGUSTUS, Areyil rd, Kensington, Analytical 
Chemist. May 15. Barlow and Co, Biemingh 
Warre, Grorce, Leytonstone, Essex, Distillery B Brewer. July 1. Susan White, 
18, Penford st, Paulet rd. Camberwell 
WHLBY, JOHN, tt, York. April 28. Burton, Ossett 
[Saortie, April 7.] 


BakLow, JOsEPH, Haslington, Chester, Gent. June1. Hill, Cre 

eo, AS yy AysoouGH, Bath, Clerk in Holy Orders. J a. 1. Robertson 
an 

BREWIN, Wut11M, Kingston upon Hull, Fish Merchant. April 27. Stephenson, 

CAMPBELL, JOHN Francis, Campden Hill, Kensington, Barrister at Law. May 
Pe . Wing and Du Cane, Gray’s inn 


ILL1aM, Brenchley, Kent, ; May10, Buss, Tunbridge Wells 
Geen ‘DayrEL, Stoke under Ham, Somerset, Publican. May 1. Walter, Il- 


A oy Kirton Skeldyke, Lincoln, Farmer. May 19. Bonner and 
Daria, Sons Forbes, Wyke Regis, Dorset, Gent. May 2. Tyzard and George, 
aye se, Walsall, Staffordshire, Boat Builder. May 7. Duignan and Elliot, 
ran: nme naman Arbour sq, Stepney, Custom House Officer. May 9. Mar- 
Gi, James, East Dereham, Norfolk, Ironfounder. May 11. Cooper and Nor- 

gate, East Dereham 


ANNE AvuGusTa, Newton Abbot, Devon. May 16. Smith and Co, Truro 
Howpex, Joux, Walsall, Staffordshire, Innkeeper. May 7. Duignan and Elliot, 


Houmpuey, Georce, New Cut, Lambeth, Pawnbroker. 


vement 
JOHNSON, BERT WINTER, ag Mowbray, Leicester, Architect. June 30. 
Darley and Cumberland, John dford row 


, Edgbaston, “Riendaghenn, Esq. June 7. Ryland and Co., 


Lison. Bcasere, Stow-on-the-W old, Gloucester. April30. Parker, Stow-on- 


June 2. Gowing and Co, 


Lavenros, Witt1am, Cazenove ri, Stoke Newington, Share Dealer. May 16. 
Martin, London- wall 
LoxsGporTox, Halifax, Manufacturers’ Salesman. June 1. Robson 
, THOMAS, Reading, Gent. mg 12. Hoffman, Reading 
Berks. May, Reading 


May, no—ay 6. 
Orraway, os ew Cross Mey S New Cross. May 12. Mason and Trotter, 
tg AR Joum SIDNEY, Onslow sq, Sunninghill, Berks, Esc 
a and Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry . 
PLEVIN, RicHaRD, Woodcote, Salop. May 1. Underhill. Newport 
POULTER, ELIZABETH. Rotherham, By ork. April 3 s, Rotherham 
] Rozegert. Rotherham. York, iagiooper, “April 3%. Willis, Rotherham 
RicsY, Jous. Choriey, Lancaster. — Charnley and Co, Preston 
Rosetasp, Wii1iam Hass, Hanley, Stafford. heer May 11. Bishop, Hanley 
Rogzgts, Evwarp Tuomas Lucas, Brislington, nr Bristol, Gent. May 10. Irwin 
and Nash. Gray’s inn sq 
Satrer, Awetis. Reading. May 12. Hoffman, Reading 
Saspilasns, Wii114K, Ripple, Worcester, Hay Dealer. 


May 18. 





June1. Poweil, Upton- 
Scusaywa. Florence. Italy. May 10. Williams, Cardiff 

ee, Oe. | Bradford. Wilts. Draper. April18. Jones, Bradford 
TowstaLt. Heser. . Gent. May 18. Maud, Leeds 

Watare Davin, Armitage. Stafford. June1. Loxton, Walsall 

Wauaream, Wri. Riccall, York. Farmer. May 2. Wood and Co.. York 
Wurrmakre, Gzonce, Ancoats, Manchester. May 8. Johnson, Manchester 


' Gazette, April 10.) 
Arrere. Mary, Brighton. Aprili7. Boxall, Brighton 3 4 
Bows. Exizavern, Keyston, Huntingdon. May 15. 


—— Wrz£u4m, Eastiy Drive, Ilkley. York, Gent. 


Hunnybun and Sons, 
Junei. Nelson and 

Curtis 

Walker and Harland, Hull 


one Samver, Crownficli rd, Stratford, Retired Druggist. May 19. 
an4 Hilton. Union ct. Old Broad st = od 
AH. —~ York _ 11 


Cox_ Maxis, Kirkside, Biackheath. May 12. Hores and Pattisson, Lincoin’s inn 
Derezeri.Jsxz, Bath May Tuson, lichester 


Destsos. Laverrzs. Southern, Hants. May #. Layton and Co, Budge row 
Bevery. Evers om | CcAdharbour lane, Brixton, Brewers’ Manager. “May 2 20. 
Peescn, Evwarn Feaxcts, Chester, Faq. June1s. Brown and Rogers, Chester 
Bazrer, Tuomas Wuiit0%, Wirksworth, Derby, Gent. June s. Sale and Mill« 


Hose, Jaze, Greville pl. Klbarn Pricry. Aug 1. 


Dowse, New inn 
Hox. Jomx, iAbatn. as cater, Brickinakter. 


May 6. Joes, Oldham 


Korcuisecs, Exxcsy. High Wyonnbe, Chair Manufacture , Pe 
per Wrotebe y ufactarer. May 2. Parker 

J1662R, CRseies. Malton. ¥ ork. Stitt. May 2. Jackwm, Malton 

Leorseh, Mazssrrt, Liangatt««&-juxta-Cactieon, Monmouth. June 1. Gus- 
tard and LieweBin. Newport 

Leon, Escusep, Harley #, Cavendish #4, Cabinet Manufacturer. June 1. 
Anagrl) in. Crresiunan, ot 


Marten, omni Rockville. Skigtom, York. June 1. Heelis and Thompson, 
Marscany, 4 mes. Leeds, Held and Way Maker. Junei2. Add As 
ews, Grek GUaeriL, Besley, Kent, SAicitor. May 15. 


OVEZESD. ADEE,  Hdther +. Jersey, May tt. Brook and Co, Basinghall et 
Parmer, Sy Rew Vuckeuhamn, SNortdk, May 12. Serwen, New Bucken- 


Taan, Leer 
Newman, Corn- 





| Doe, John Hall, 





| Mann, Charles, Stratford, Oilman. 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


A J 20.—Messrs. Puitre D. TUCKETT £ a at the Mart, at 12, Leasehold 
perty (see advertisement, April 11, 
April D1. —Messrs. Satter, REx, & Co, Rt the Mart, at 2 p.m., Absolute Rever- 
sion (see advertisement, this week. p. 4). 
April 24.— Messrs. Norton, TRIsT, WATNEY, & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Lease- 
hold Properties (see advertisements, April 4, p. 380). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Etuis.—April 8, at The Hollies, Wigan, Lancashire, the wife of Thomas Ratcliffe 


Ellis, solicitor, of a son. 
TAYLOR. —April 13, at 5, Elsham-road, Kensington, W., the wife of H. Gawan 


Taylor, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 


_Hatt—BarBier.—April 7, at the Church of Saint Louis d’Antin, Paris, Charles 


A. Kennerley Hall, advocate, to Meargecstis , daughter of the late Edmond 
Barbier, formerly ‘of Brighto 

ng gy i “14, at St. Paul’s Knightsbridge, Archibald 
Henry Hamilton, barrister-at-law, to Mary A., widow of James Archbold 
Pears-Archbold, mot Shotley Lodge, county Durham. 

MoorE— WHITE. ril 11, at St. Peter’s Church, Eaton- 
Tunnard- Moore. r, to Eliza 
White, of Grantham. 


square, Thomas Coney 
Moresby, daughter of Robert Azlack 


DEATH. 


MAcTAGGART.— March 13, at Goodwood, Singapore, William Charles Mactaggart, 
B.A., barrister, Inner "Temple, advocate and solicitor of the Supreme Court 
of the Straits Settlements, aged 28. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. 
Fermay, April 10, 1885. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Baumber, John Emperingham, Hundleby, Linconlshire, Farmer. Boston. Pet 
Apr7. Ord Aprs. Exam May 14 at1 

Crow, Edward, Mablethorpe, Lincolnshire, Coal Merchant. Gt Grimsby. Pet 
Mar 28. Ord Apr 8. Exam Apr29 at 11 at Townhall, Grimsby 

Davies, Elias, Tenby, Pembrokeshire, Tailor Pembroke Dock. Pet Aprs. Ord 
Aprs. Exam Apr 15 at 12.30 at County Court Office, Pembroke Dock 

Eaton Bray, pede, Vicar, Luton. Pet Apr4. Ord Apr8, Exam 
Apr 23 at 2 at Court house. Luto 

Dees Me ohn, Ashford, Kent, , —™ Canterbury. Pet Aprs. Ord Apr 8. 

xam 

Dyson, Ro con King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Lathrender. King’s tan. Pet Apr 7. 
Ord Apr7. Exam Apr 29 at 11 at Court house, King’s Lyn 

iy oy obert, Manchester, Engineer. Salford. Pet ages. Ord Apr 8, Exam 

pr 22 at 2.30 

Fal well, Frederic Stephen and Robert Stephen Laming, Brentwood, Nursery- 
men. Chelmsford. Pet Mar 19. Ord Aprs. Exam May 11at1 at Shirehall, 
Chelmsford 

Goldstone, Simon, Blackburn, Tailor. Blackburn. Pet Apr8. Ord Apr8, Exam 


Apr 2 at 11 
Graffunder, Wa, | Cosme, Boarding house Keeper. Cardiff. Pet Apr 8. Ord 
Pet Febi2. Ord Apr 8. 


Aprs. Exam Ma 
Harrison, Alfred, accedt. Solicitor. Liverpool. 
Exam Apr 20 at 11 at Court house, Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Hinks and Radcliffe, Vigo st, Regent st, Jewellers. igh Court. Pet Mar 25. 
Ord Aprs’. Exam May 15 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hulbert, James, Gladstone st, South Lambeth, Pianoforte Manufacturer. 
High Court. Pet Aprs. Ord ‘Apr 8. Exam May 15 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


fields 
High Court. Pet Apr8. Ord Apr 8, 
May 14 at 11 at %, Line oln’s inn fields 
Please, William Isaac, Henry Charles Ingram, and William Heydon, Duffield, 
Derbyshire, Colour ‘Manufacturers, Der by. Pet March 30, Ord Apr 8. Exam 
ay 16 


Exam 


meee, Thomas Henry, Queen’s rd, Peckham, Drape r. High Court. Pet Mar 
®, Ord Aprs. Exam May 12 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
| Shelton, William, Wollaston, Northamptonshire, Boot Manufacturer, North- 
—, Pet Apri. Ord Apri. Exar Apr 29 
| Stanley, Charles, Reodashens Boot Manufacturer. Birmingham. Pet Apr 8 
Ord Aprs, Exam Apr 2 at 2 
Stubbins, Sarah, Nottiogham, C sontectioner. Nottingham, Pet Apr8. Ord Apr 
*, Exam May 19 
Thomas, Hugh, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. Bangor. Pet Aprs’. Ord Apr 
6. Exam May 11 at 12.0 
Wolfe, George, Romford, Cattle Dealer. Chelmsford. Pet Apr 8. Ord Apr 8. 


Fe. Waxaset, Lomgridge 11, touth Kensingtim. May is. Park, Ulverston, 
Pastas, Exrwaxn, Sewcartic uyom Tyne, Grocer. May 14. Hoyle and Co, | 
en Bie y Wy ate “9, 


my el Atisees, Otvorne 24, TAlingum pk, Gent, 


bospovenen, Putir Vrsrcu, Gwaneen, Van, May 14 


Pe ae 
peceses, J egm, MiAdinon. ot May 2. ofa ikncm, Malti s 
» EPCS SIAAAM = VAVEAKD, errs, tnneret, Vac 
pes a Yan, ewe 4 
, CULTS, Hawthonite Nethew Kemtetord 

mbrowr, Liwerke fect, tatfin 

Re methe Fog e-w tetce: 
ogee okay, 


Junel, May- 


Chester, RihicAtor, 


May 4. 
Ss tates: j 


M-meageet, Variner 


I ath, Martvuk 
ALAM, ictherwtt, Bortchk, Varmer, 


Whites and Co, 
Mer Att 


J a 44ee, Lanideom ve June 1, VWeathne and Peers, 


partiaaios, W tt1s, Ceatiey. Warwick, Gent, WMayi Veritium. Aleceter 
VR. Cuabtas, tant 6, Ah hei t4, Annas (sittin, Kohgist ilder wt 
Jats, Ayr 14.) 


) Davies, George Allen, Old Bridge, Haverfordwest, Bullder, 
Coiline and Woods, | 
| Irving, Sennen, 
May 164. | 
May 7. | 





vad hibre 
| oft on Cuan Venalg, Newensthe 


| 


Exam May 11 at 1 at Shirchall, Chelmsford 


ReT MEETINGS 
Close, John Douglas, Hull, Chanint Apr % at 3, 
Huddersfield 
Cooke, James Holder, Birmingham, Warchouseman, 
caver, Virmingham 


Official Receiver, New at, 


Apr 23 at 11. Official Re- 


Apr 17 at 11, Castle 
Hote, Havertordwest 

Doughty, George, Derby, Auctioneer. Apri7at4, Official Keceiver, St Jame’ 

choirs, Derby 


Birmingham, Vee Merchant. Apr # at 11, Official Keoelver, 


Official Receiver, Dir- 
iar, Ale manher, Derby, Hatter. Apr 17 at 2, Official Receiver, Mt James's 
chins, Derby 
Norton, Phatrach, Mumey Btanton, Leicestershire, Bullder, Apr 17 at 4, 
Keceiver, %, ¥riax lane, Ladconter 
Thine mM, Henry Willian, qyane he miter, Waiter, 
4s wt, Manchenter 


Mirmingham 
Somph, Lyon J, 


Birmingham, Jeweller, Apr 2 at 4, 
poinacharn 


Official 
Apr 2 at, Official Neceiver, 
Apr 18 ab 11,00 


Officlal 


om Tyne Working Jowellor, 
tecuhver, ( Lianty chbra, Newouatle on 
ted, Wiliam. Hyth, B orthumberland, tanks 


Apr 14 at 11, 
Hacashven ot, Comnby inn, Newensthe oni Tyne 


oeper. 
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Enoch, “ieee Gloucestershire, no occupation. Newport, Mon. Pet 
Ord 8 
ae ohn Hanbury, Bolehall, Warwickshire, Corn Merchant. Birmingham. 


8 
Richards, William Howell, St Gams, Carmarthenshire, General Merchant. Car- 
marthen. Pet Mar 24. Ord Apr 8 
Shelton, —— Tet ies Northamptonshire, Boot Manufacturer. North- 
to: e r 
site William, unton, Nottolk, Shoemaker. Norwich. Pet Mar 31. Ord 


Ta oo Jentph, Whitey, Northumberland, Tinsmith. Newcastle on Tyne. 
et Mar 13. 
Todd, panes Lon, Be , an on Tyne, Working Jeweller. Newcastle on Tyne. 
t¢ Apr 4 
winch , William, n Blyth, Northumberland, Innkeeper. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Apr2. Ord Aprs 


TUESDAY, April 14, 1885. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 


Bailey Romy. tam Abergavenny, Monmouthshire, Gent. Tredegar. Pet Mar 


Apr 10. Exam Apr 27 at 10.30 
pall, bomb High st, Peckham, Boot Manufacturer. High Court. Pet Mar 26. 
Ord Apr 10. Exam "May 13 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
= i my Glamorganshire, ina Dealer. Swansea. Pet Apr 11. 
Apr 11. xam May 
Robert Richard fiend, Tollard Royal, Wiltshire, Farmer. Salisbury. 
rs. Ord Aprs. Exam May 8 at 12 
ts Wiliam, High st, Woolwich, Baker. Greenwich. Pet Apr9. Ord Apr 9. 
5 ay lat 
Davis, Gauss Bawin, South Shields, General Draper. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
ri0. Ord Apr10. Exam Apr 23 
Drake, John, ‘ax, Bootmaker. Halifax. Pet Apr 10. Ord Apr 11. Exam 
May 12 


Dykes, 3 peg A Ann, Taunton, Milliner. Taunton. Pet Aprs. Ord Apr10. Exam 

Apr 29 at 1 

Eanes, Ellen, Honiton, Devonshire, Widow. Exeter. Pet Mar 23. Ord Apr 9 
Exam May 14 at 11 

Ellis, civeny § Parsell, Haverfordwest, Pembrokeshire, Grocer. Pembroke Dock. 
Pet Apr9. Ord Apr 9, Exam Apr 21 at 2 at the Temperance Hall, Pembroke 


Dock 
Farrar, John, and Joseph Farrar, Elland, Yorkshire, Fire Brick Makers. Halifax. 
Pet Apr8s. Ord Apr 8. Exam May 12 
Gambrill, Austen, and Thomas Gambeill, jun, Crundale, Farmers. Canterbury. 
Pet Maris. Ord Apr10. Exam Apr 24 
Gibson, Anne, Ambleside, Westmoreland, Grocer. Kendal. Pet Apr 9. Ord 
a 11 Exam May 2 at 12 at Courthouse, Townhall, Ken 
Gibson, Thomas, Watermillock, Cumberland, Farmer. Carlisle. Pet Mar 31. 
Ord April. Exam Apr 22 at 3 at the Courthouse, Carlisle 
Harker. James Cow perthw aite, Kendal, Westmoreland, Coal Merchant. 
Kendal Pet Mar 31. Ord Apr ll. Exam May 2 at 12 at the Courthouse, 
tg Kendal 
meeeer, &e omas, Leadenhall st, Schoolmaster. High Court. Pet Apr 9. Ord 
Apr Exam May 15 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hod me. Henry, and James Backhouse, West Ardsley, Yorkshire, Hay Dealers. 
Wakefield. Pet Apr9. Ord Apr9’, Exam May7 
Howland, Charles, High Wycombe, ‘Buc Siheeahive. Bootmaker. Aylesbury. 
Pet Apr7. Ord "Apr 8. Exam May 13 at 11.30 at the County hall, Aylesbury 
Ireland, Robert Clement, Southampton, Draper. Southampton. Pet Mar 18. 
Ord Apr 9. Exam Apr 24 at 12 
Jackson, Alfred, Sasser, Wine Merchant. Sheffield. Pet Mar 25. Ord Apr 9. 
Exam Apr 30 at 11.30 
Jones, John, Liverpool, Builder. Liverpool. Pet Mar 14, Ord Apr 9. Exam 
Apr 23 at 11 at the Courthouse, Victoria st, Liverpool a 
Mc ‘and, John, Upton, Butcher. Birke nhead. Pet Apr9 Ord Apr9. Exam 
Noval, John, Taunton, Teadealer. Taunton. Pet Aprs. Ord Apr 8 Exam 
Apr 29 at 11 at Guildhall 
Norris, Edwin, Luton, Bedfordshire, Bricklayer. Luton. Pet Apr9, Ord Apr 9. 
Exam May 28 at2 at the Courthouse, Luton 
Northam, Isaac, Sandford Orcas, Somerset, Miller. Yeovil. Pet Apr 2. Ord 
Aprs. Exam May 7 
m7 “¢ ohn, Wigan, out of business. Wigan. Pet Apr9. Ord Apr9. Exam Apr 
atll 
ney » eacand. William, Farmborough, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. Wells. 
Apr rs Ord Apr, Exam Apr 21 at 12 
Pierce, arry, High Wycombe, Buckinghamshire, Builder. Aylesbury. Pet Apr 
nu. Ord A 4” 11. Exam May 13 at 11.90, County hall, Aylesbury 
Remnant, Charles, Aldrington, West Brighton, Wheelwright. Brighton. Pet 
Apr 10. Ord Apr 10. Exam Apr 30 at 12 
Tsaac, saonenster, Coal Deacer. Gloucester. Pet Apr 10. Ord Apr 10. 
in May 
Ricks, Ge lh “Delieweten, Somersetshire, Liv ery-stable Keeper. Bridgwater, 
it Apr 7. Ord A pro. Exam Apr gf at 1 
ison, Henry Garbutt, Filey, Yorkshire, @unmaker, Scarborough, Pet Apr 
h, Ord April, Exam May 19 at 12 
alan, David Bell, Blackburn, Draper. Blackburn. Pet Apr 10. Ord Apr 10. 
Exam Apr 28 at 11 
Senior, Joseph Scott, Batley Carr, Yorkshira, Sixe Boiler. Dewsbury. Pet Apr 
® Ord Apr? Exam May 27 
Sowell, illiam, Wolverhampton, Bellows Manufacturer, Wolverhampton, 
ate Ape 10, Ord Apr 10. Exam Apr 9s 
London-road, Croydon, Draper, Croydon, Pet Mar 24, Ord Apr 10, 
—. Ay or 20 
Saith, Henry Jonas, Lonadale-read, Barnes, Commercial Clerk. Wandsworth, 
apri, Ord April, Exam May M4 
Stanstield, John Slater, and Frederic Stanstield, Bradford, Yorkshire, Gorn 
Millers,’ Bradford, Pet Apr tl, Ord April, Sxam Apr 2s at 12 
Taylor, Barnabas, Ry ° Sussex, Licensed Viotualle:, Hastings, Pet Aprs. Onl 
® Exam May 1 
, Elizabeth, a cobweed, Clothier, Widow, Chelmsford, Pet Apr 10, Ord 
Apri0, Exam May 11 ab 1, at Shirehall, Chelmsford 
t, John, Burwood mows, Edgware ra, Cab Proprietor. High Court, 
Pet Apr 0, Ord Apr}, Exam May 1 at 11, at, Lincoln's inn fields 
pson mw Ranakill, Nottinghamahire, Farner, Lincoln Pet Apr 10, Oni 
Apr io, Exam ‘Apr a7 at'9.g0 
Toker, John, Kingsbrid 0, Devonshire, Corn Merchant, East Stonehouse, Pet 
prio, Ord Apr 10, tixam May 6 
‘wins, Thoma, Wont Hrighton, Grocer. Brighton, Pet Mari, Ord Apr 10. 
xem Apr #0 at iv 
Wales, John Bdmonda, ¢ am borne, Cornwall, Buteher, Truro, Pet Marve. Ord 
W re, xan May vat 11K 
or, Nathaniel, Luton, hedtfortahive, Straw Hat Manufacturer, Luton, Pet 
Apr), Ord Aprit, Exam May 98 at 9 at Court house, Laton 
Nes G,, St, Paula vd, Mile Eid, Baker, Hirh Court. Pet Peb tt, Ond Apr 
® Exam’ May 14 ab 11, at d4, Line soak’ ANN then 





E ad ge eee " Woe. » Homey Chalk, Rainbow hill, Worcestershire. pe of Wood Manufacturer, 
Eton’, Talbot Barton, Cheltenham, Grocer. Cheltenham. Pet Mar 30, Ord ia Pet Mar 24. Ord Ord Apr 11._Exam Apr 29 eile 
‘ ills os oseley, Hairdresser. Deatiord. Pet Apr 10. 
Cr: i William Henry, Bury, Lancashire, Builder. Bolton Pet Mar 17. wart 10. Exam May 6 at 12, at Stafford 
Ord Apr 1 Wilson, Gawn, Wolverhampton, General . Dudley. Pet Apr’. Ord Apr 


9. Apr 30 at il 
Wiseman, John, Burnley, Lancashire, Joiner. Burnley. Pet Apr9. Ord Apr 9. 


Exam Apr 30 at 11 

Dudley, W: Licensed Victualler. Dudley. Pet 
Aprs. Ord Apr 8. ‘Exam Apr 90at 1 
Wolfe, Lionel York, Jeweller. York. Pet Mar 27. Ord Apr 10. Exam 


May 1 at 11 
First MEETINGS. 
Atkinson, , Gomes Oem Sutton, Surrey, Wine Merchant. Apr22at2. Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Portugal si, Lincoln's in fields 
Basham, Alfred William, Curtain rd, Timber Merchant Apr 27 at 11. Bank- 
a. ee st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Borman, Frank Tidswell, and Percival William Wilson, Wood st, Flower Ware- 
housemen. seuss. & Sr eee 
1 Odicial Receiver, Sal Kiet Tr Royal, Wiltshire, Farmer. Apr 21 at 3. 


cial Receiver, Salis’ 
Brown, Edward An i Jeeiele, Testehton, Késcwand Visteniinn. Apr22 at 11.30. 
Clay’s Faileray HL Hata } 
Brown, Frederick, . Maidenhead, Outfitter. Apr 22 at 3. Official Receiver, 109, 
Victoria st, Wes 


Dees, Soeaye, osten 56, Cheetos Secs. Apr %at 3. 33, Carey st, Lincoln's 


tee: Joshua Abraham, Promenade, Camberwell, Clothi Apr Mat 11. 33 
Cage Edward, Mablethorpe, Lincolnshire, Coal Merchant. Apr st at 12. Ki 
t s 

Head Hictel, Louth ie 

Cruikshank, James, Beaconsfield Club, Pall Mall, Financial Agent. Apr 22 at 11. 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Dawe, pa, Tenby, Pembrokeshire, Tailor. Apr 23 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 

Davis, Geo: Edwin, South Ghisids, General Draper. Apr23at2. Official Re- 
ceiver, . County am, & Newcastle on Tyne siete 

Doe, John Hall, Eato: n' Bray, Bedfordshire, Vicar of Eaton Bray. ire = il. 
Messrs. Ewen and Roberts, Outer Temple (Room 42), 222 and 225, Strand 

= a cd. r.~ — Ide Hill, nr Sevenoaks, Farmer. Apr 22 at 12. Cannon 

‘annon 

Drake, J = Halifax, Boot Maker. Apr 23 at 11. Official Receiver, Townhall 

Durtnal, John, Ashford, Kent, Grocer. Apr 2lat2. Official Receiver, 11, Bank 
st, Ashford, Kent 

Dy ow 4 Ann, ‘ieee, Milliner. Apr 24 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 9, Middle 
st, Taunton 








Eames, Ellen, Honiton, Widow. Apr 23 ai11. Castle of Exeter, Ex 
Ellis. Phitip Parsell, Haverfordwest, Pembrokeshire, Grocer. yay? 23 at 11. 
Official Receiver, Bristol 
Farrar, John, and Joseph Farrar, Elland, Yorkshire, Fire Brick Makers. Apr 22 
at 11. Official Receiver, Townhall chbrs, 13, —— st. Halifax 
Farrar, Robert, Hulme, Manchester, Engineer. Apr 22 at 3. Court house, Eo- 
Folwell, Frederick Stephen, and Robert Stephen Leming, 
‘ollwe ederick Stephen, and Robert en Breatwood, Nursery- 
- men. Aor 37 i 3. — Mart, — —- yard Sa 
rantz, a pper st, Islington, C Proprietor. Apr22at 2. Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln's inn Belds a 
Gambrill, Austen, and Thomas Gambrill, jun, Crandale, par Canterbury, Farmers 
Apr 21 at 3. Official Receiver, 11, Bank st, Ashford, K 
Gibson, Thomas, Gacoven, Watermillock, Cumberland, esmee. Apr 22 at 3.2. 
34, Fisher st, Carlisle 
Goldstone, Simon, Blackburn, Tailor. Apr 22 at 3.3. County Court house, 


lackburn 
33, Carey st 


Goodwin, A. L., New Cross Gate, Surrey, Draper. Apr at 2. 
coln’s inn 
Halliwell, Thomas, Blac ed Rg ot and Shoe Manufacturer. Apr 22 at 23) 
County Court house, Blackbu 


Hiss Ss. s. Henry, and Dudley Radcliffe, Vigo st, Regent st, Jewellers. Apr 23 at m2. 
~~ = y Dhigs, Portugal st, Lincoln's inn fields 
lngrem. enry Charles (sep. estate), Alpine terr, Union ni, Clapham, Merea=tile 
Clerk. Apr 21 at 1.30. Official Receiver. St James's chbrs, Derby 
Ine land. Robert Clement, Southampton, Draper. Apr 23 at2. Official Receiver, 
4. East st, Southampton 
Jack, Stuart, Arlington mi, Camden Town, Pianoforte Manufacturer, Apr 33 at 
. 1. Sookrertey bgt hg at —— sinn —_ 
Jones, Joseph Garion, t, nr Trowbridge, Cloth Manufactarer. J 2 
ie 2. oO mc ~! Receiver, Bunk chbr chbrs, he mcteinabet 
a rue, Frederic Haymarket, teal Lessee. Zi at 
5 Rankruptey didgs, Riera aL Lincoln's inn fields cuailnae 
vy, Armand, Goswe — Merchant. Apr :3 at 2. te 
diigs, Portugal st, Lincoln's inn fields ; ™ sanasatin tend 
Macdovaki, John, Blinkbonny, Walton on Thames, Physician. Apr2iatil. & 
w 2, " ~ , >. s + 
agee, Alfrec nest, mupton mi, Builder, Apritat2. Bankruptcy & 
Portugal st, Lincoln's inn fi fiakds - ae 
a Samuel, Liverpool, Grocer, Apr 22 at 3 Official Receiver, 3 Vie~ 
Newall, John, Taunt am, Tea Dealer, Apr ai at 4 Gec and Railway . 
Victoria st. Brist a “ ~_— 5x 
Nenete, pew, 5 auton, Bricklayer, Apr at AQ Odicial Receiver, a3, Park st, 
Vest Luton 
Northam, Isaac, Sandfornt Oreas, Somersetshirn, Miller, Apr 28 at 1. Three 
Choughs Hotel, Yeovil 
tina vam, Wigan, out of business, Apr 3 at 1a. County Court bkdes 
Praaats, Rob Rahers Henry Rest, Pitchoumbe, Gloucestershina, Soticitar, Apr 38 at 
ree eS ine ee mrough, Licensat Victualler, Apr 
ithe te iam, BOONE ik BA) . 
! , eiViloon bs it . out Brat Ingran, x; 
ao liam Isaac, Houry € wat Willan Heyden, Daiiod, 
Derbyshire, Colour Manufacturers Apr QR at WW Oaicial Recetves, 2 


James's chm 
Please, Wil Athan Isaac (sep eatate), Horley, Derbyshire, Coke amir ‘ 
Apraiati, Oficial oe gota St James's Qhaatee Dery pees ie 
Pusey, Rounding, Phandorough, Yorkshinn, Fish Dealer. Apr ft at 22.8) 

Ry tg RQ Rs aye 
roy, Riohar S ex wt . 
Receiver, ie Neowborengh s4 oa Sey 


Resapant, ries, Altipte .\Y 
ial en ae ee ban Rest Wheelwright, Apr at 29. 


mL yore rntgreater, avery > bike Keeper Apr Bat U. Rristel Arms 
i) N 

Rive, Tsaac, Marnceaten, Qual Dealer, Apr stat 1. Odiodal Necedwen S Rarten 
| iw 

itawey Aaater\ ar Mas Cadman we W 

Apr Mat), Rankruptey Dies, Portagal 28, SENS 


~ Noetartes. 
nites Raa Be wm 


ea tipncmessacts 
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Shergold, George Samuel, Southsea, Baker. Apr 22 at 12. Official Receiver, 166, | 


Showell, , Wolverhampton, Bellows Maker. Apr 24 at 3.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, St Peter’s close, AA a 

Sinclair, Walter, Princes bldgs, La st, Jeweller. Apr23at2. Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Fortasal st, incoln'e i inn fields 

Stanley, Charl — Boot Manufacturer. Apr 22 at 11. Official Re- 
cei 


iver, Birmin, 
Taylor, arnabes, Rye, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Apr 23 at 2.30. Official Re- | 





ceiver, Townhall chmbrs, Hastings 
Taylor, oe. Brentwood, Clothier. Apr 27 at 4. Auction Mart, Token- 


house 
Te Tush, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. Apr 24 at 2. Royal Hotel, 
Carnarvon 


weeny William, Watton, Norfolk, Plumber. Norwich. Pet March 21, Org 

9 

Norton, Shadrach, Stoney Stanton, Leicestershire, Builder. Leicester. Pet 
March 23. Ord April 9 


Ores, Benjamin, dudno, Carnarvonshire, Hotel Keeper. Bangor. Pet 
March 13. Ord April9 
Park, John, Wigan, out of business. Wigan. Pet April9, Ord April 10 
Perry. Richard William, Formpborough, Somersetshire, Licensed Victualler, 
Wells. Pet April 8. Ord A pril 


| Pudsey, Rounding, Flamborough, Yorkshire, Fish Dealer. Scarborough. Pet 


Thompson, "John, Ranskill, Nottinghamshire, Farmer. Apr 23 at 12. Official | 


Receiver, 2, St Benedict’s sq, Lincoln : 
Uwins, Thomas, West Brighton, Grocer. Apr 22 at 12. Official Receiver, 39, 
Bond st, Brighton ‘ 
Webb, Henry Chalk, Rainbow hill, Worstershire, Patent Wood Manufacturer. 
walk +e 11.30. Official Receiver, Worcester 


rthur H., Lausanne rd, Peckham, gent. Apr 24 at 12. 33, Carey St, | 


Lincoln's inn 


Wilson, Alfred, Scarborough, Coach Builder. Apr 22 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 


74, Newborough st, Scarborough 
Wilson, Gawn, Wolverhampton, General Dealer. Apr 30 at 10. Official Re- 
ceiver, Dudley 


Wiseman, John, Burnley, Joiner. Apr 23 at 3, Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, | 


Burnley 


= George, Hornchurch, Essex, Cattle Dealer, Apr 23 at4. County Court, 


ord 
Woodhouse, John, Dudley, Licensed Victualler. Apr 30 at 10. Official Re- 
ceiver, Dudley 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bagnall, —- Albert, Rotherham, Yorkshire, Fruiterer. Sheffield. Pet Mar 
20. Ord ro? 
Baines, Chazies Henry, York, Optician. York. Pet Mar 30. Ord Apr 10 
oT Benjamin, Salford, Lancashire, Milk Dealer. Salford. Pet Mar9. Ord 
r10 
Beenee, Richard, Liverpool, Flour Dealer. Liverpool. Pet Mar9. Ord Apr 10 
Beale, William, and Alfred King, Springbourne, nr Bournemouth, Bricklayers. 
Poole. Pet Maré. Ord Apr 10 


aaa —— Aston, Warwickshire, Builder. Birmingham. Pet Mar 23. | 


Ord_A: 
chcesbrowah, Abraham, Wetherby, Yorkshire, Tailor. York. Pet Jani9, Ord 


Chumdewerd, Owen, and Hedley Churchward, Aldershot, Wine Merchants. 
Guildford and Godalming. PetFeb18. Ord Apr7 
Cocks, William, Woolwich, Baker. Greenwich. Pet Apr’. Ord Apr9 
— Edwin, Hoxton sg, Bone Tooth Maker. High Court. PetJan28. Ord 


Cmekett, Henry, West Derby, Lancashire, Cotton Dealer. Liverpool. Pet Feb 25. | 


Ord Apr 10 


Davies, George Allen, Haverfordwest, Builder. Pembroke Dock. Pet Apr 2. 


Ord Apr 9 


Davis, George Edwin, South Shields, Draper. Newcastle on Tyne, Pet Apr 10. | 


Ord Apr 11 
var, Conrad Burton, Newmarket All Saints, Cambridge, Draper. Cambridge. 
Pet Mar 2%. Ord Apr 11 
Driver, James, jun, Diss, Norfolk, Tailor. Ipswich. Pet Mari7. Ord Apr 11 
. John, Ashford, Kent, Grocer. Canterbury. Pet Aprs. Ord Apr 10 
Farrar, Robert, Hulme, Manchester, Engineer, Millwright, and Machinist. 
Salford. Bn ty r 8. Ord Apr 10 


Faulkner. ereford rd, Bayswater. High Court. Pet Feb12. Ord Apr 8 | 


Fowle, mn Wiliiow.” Sunningdale, Brick Maker. High Court. Pet Mar 4. Ord A 9 
Garratt, Frederick, Church rd, Upper Norwood, Plumber. Croydon. Pet 


4. pr 10 | 
-_ _ Wolverhampton, Draper. Wolverhampton. Pet Mari19. Ord | 
9 


Holees, John James, Stratford upon Avon, Warwickshire, Bootmaker. War- 
wick. Pet Mar 2%. Ord Apr 10 

Howard, Eliza, York, Dealer in Fancy Goods. York. Pet Mar 30. Ord Apr 10 

Hubberstey, James, "Rainhill, Lan 
Ord 3 10 

Jones, William, Liverpool, Builder. Liverpool. Pet Feb 26. Ord Apr 10 

McLelland, John, U pton, Butcher. Birkenhead. Pet Apr9. Ord Apr 9 


cashire, Innkeeper. Liverpool. Pet Mar 20. | 


Meadows, William Alfred, Rainhill, Lancashire, Tar Distiller. Liverpool. Pet | 


yg Eg 

> Joseph, areham 
Ord A: il 

Morris, . Birmingham, Clerk Birmingham. Pet March 18. Pet April 9 


» Dorsetshire, Coal Merchant. Poole. Pet March 26. | 


Mose, James William, and English Pearson, Lichfield st, Hanley, Tailors. | 


Hanley. Burslem, and Tunstall. Pet March 18, Ord April 11 
Naylor, x. omas, Cleckheacon, York, Jeweller. Bradford. Pet March27, Ord 


} 


March 27. Ord April 1 

Ricketts, Edward, or? Plumber. Poole. Pet March23. Ord April 19 

Sanderson, Thomas, i upon Hull, Builder. Kingston upon Hull. Pet 
March 17. Ord April 

Schmidt, Ludwig helm, Handsworth, Staffordshire, Merchant. Birming. 
ham. Pet March 4. Ord April 10 

a § Jo Scott, Batley Carr, Yorks, Size Boiler. Dewsbury. Pet Aprilg, 


stone ee theey John, Christchurch rd, Roupell pk, Organist. High Court, 
Pet March 16. Ord April 9 

- wet Roydon, Essex, Ship Broker. Edmonton. Pet March 13. On 
Ap’ 

Thomppon,, J< John, Ranskill, Nottinghamshire, Farmer. Lincoln. Pet. April ig, 
ri pril 10 

Underwood, Robert_ John, and George Henry Underwood, Bournemouth, 
Cabinet Makers. Poole. Pet March 26. Ord April 11 

Uwins, Thomas, West Brighton, Grocer. Brighton. Pet March 31. Ord April, 

bi ry Nicholas, Plymouth, Tailor. East Stonehouse. Pet March 17. Onj 


Whew: i i he Over Darwen, Lancashire, Collier. Blackburn. Pet March 
he ~~ ee Crumpsall, Lancashire, Builder. Manchester. Pet March 6, 
Wills, Edwin, Moseley, Birmingham, Hairdresser. Stafford. Pet April 10. On 
Wilton. Gan, Walverhampton, General Dealer. Dudley. Pet April 9. On 


So ll John, Dudley, Worcestershire, Licensed Victualler. Dudley. Pet 
April . Ord April 10 
NoTE.—The Notice of Order of Adjud, dated April 1, against J H Chavasse, 
Stourbridge, was gazetted on the 7th April instant in error, no such Order 
having been made, 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA. 


Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
waranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality | 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The me 6 a a it “ the most nutiit:ona, per. | 
fectiy digestible beverage for Breakfast, Lancheon, or | 

, and invaluable for Invalids and Child: e.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 
Being without sugar, or other admixtare, it suite 


ROBE 


times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with » &c., apd Im BEALITY CuxArER than such | 


Made matantanecusly with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
to & breakfast Cop, costing lees than a halfpenny. 
Cocostims s La Vas itixin the most delicate, digestible, 
Cheapest illa Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer ——— is prohibited. 
In tins at is. 64., %., 2... + ee &., by Chemists and 
sree 
Charities on Special Terms by ‘the Bole Pre OF, 


NIEMPELAS NCK.—Tower House Retreat, 


-mn-Kea, Kent, licensed under the 
Hatin Douterde” Act, is9,—There are now | “eof Alexander & 
acances tor « Yimsited number of Ladies and Gentle- | 


EDE AND SON, 
MAKERS | Capital £2, pm. ,000, fully subse: ribed by more than 
° ’ shareholders. £100,000 paid up. 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the the uncalled capital. 
udicial Bench h Corporation of London &e 
spice, or — 
al) keeps for years in all climates, and is four | ROBES FoR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARBISTERS 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 
Law Wigs ae Gowns for a aeiom Clerks, 
Clerks of the P Esq. 
CORPORATION aovts. UNIVERSITY. & + CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1680, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 


Pt ww NEW ZEALAND LAND MOBRT- 
AGE COMPANY, Limited. 


The Company’s loans are limite id to first-class free- 
hold mortgages. The Debenture issue is limited w 
Home Directors. 

g. J. Bristow, Esq. | Se Witi1aM T. PowEt, 
W. K. GrauaM, Esq. K.O.B. 
FALOONER LaRKWORTHY, |THos, RusseLL, Esq, 


sq. 
Axtiur M. Mrronson,| Sir Epwanp W. Sta? 
rorp, K.0.M.G. 
Chairman of Colonial poe 
The Hon, 2 Frepk. Wurraker, K.C.M.G., M.LC; 
te Premier ot New Zealand. 

The sane are issuing Terminable Debentures 

— interest at 4 per cent. for three years, atl 


x cent. for five years and upwards. Interest 
{ECRETARY secks KE-ENGAGEMENT. fhilJoarly b Coupes ‘ 
B, Seuwerrzer tk (6.10 * darn-st., Strand, !ondon. W, | 2? Has been four years with # Member of Par- A. 
ome mt. Shorthand writer and correspondent; mar-| Leade nhall-buildings, Leade mhall-st., ondon, B.C 
ried; age 26. Would take moderate an 
ary cn sployment. et reterences.—Apply, J. H., 
hepheard, a, Chancery-lane, 


MITCHISON, Managing Director. 


ry or tempor= 


JHE OHURCH PREFERMEN' t 
GAZETTE for June, containmg full par 


men desirous A overcoming hatite of Internperance, ( FFIOES to be LET — suitable for «| “culars of Advowsons, Presentations, &c., for Sale, 


ATlarge building, standing in ite own grounds, 


Solicitor.—Two well-lit Rooms and Watting oer with usstal 


advice to pure hasers, should be 


Mr. W. 

designed tor this purpone, and sflording | Room, close to Lincoln’s-inn-ficids,—Apply to F. 8 “eferred "to gg Fog ee ey FP 

sAditiimal advantages tor ute, io now completed. Buruwtom, Eoy., Architect und Surveyor, wh, High | & MEY RK (Associate Institute of Actuaries, 

—Addresa nod ga | r K.G.8., 4 Address {enclosin aix stamps), Messrs 
a — Bedford: atreot, Strond. 


. Bunny Breaux & Co.,, 





